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Lew) JHTRODUCT ION 


Beginning in February 1977, the Regional Plan Division became 
vigorously involved in a public participation programme aimed 

at obtaining public input into the selection of a Preferred Reg- 
ional Development Pattern for the Regional Official Plan. Sponsored 
by the Regional Planning and Development Committee, a series of 
public meetings to discuss the Alternative Regional Development 
Patterns were held in each of the six area municipalities. A 
questionnaire designed to obtain public input on a number of 
Regional issues was prepared for distribution to those present 

at the public meetings. 


ineadditiOn, so that, che pubijec could have the opportunity to 
review the Alternatives before the public meetings, an open house 
displaying the Alternatives was conducted in each municipality 

by Regional Planning Steff. 


The information developed at these public meetings and open houses 
along With that from the third Regional Official Plan Seminar and 
that from the submissions received from the area municipalities 
and the public are being considered by the Regional Planning Stafi 
in developing its recommended Regional Development Pattern. 


This report has been prepared to document the information obtained 
EeOnm ches puDL AC mectangs. 2he following section of the report 
briefly describes the schedule and format of the public meetings 
and open houses. The third section attempts to summarize the 
issues raised during discussions at the workshop sessions. Section 
4 provides a summary of the questionnaire results and attempts to 
compare results among the six area municipalities. This section 
can be looked upon as a summary of the remaining six sections of 
the Report. These six sections give a more detailed breakdown of 
the questionnaire results by municipality. 


2.0 THE SCHEDULE OF PUBLIC MEETINGS AND OPEN HOUSES 


2.4 The Public Meetings 
Sous The Format 


The schedule of the public meetings is given in the accompanying 
chart (Chart 1). In total nine public meetings were held, with one 
public meeting in each of the municipalities of Glanbrook, Dundas, 
Stoney Creek .and Ancaster, two public meetings in Flamborough and 
three in the City of Hamilton. All the meetings were held at local 
schools so as to make them as accessible as possible to the general 
pun. Lo. 


Each of the Glanbrook and Flamborough public meetings were held 
7Oinuly With tae local municipality Councils and their planning 
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consultants who were presenting their Draft Local Official Plan 
proposals to the local residents. Two public meetings were 
scheduled in Flamborough because of its large geographical size. 


A total of three public meetings were scheduled in the City of 
Hamilton because of its large population and vast geographical 
area. The first public meeting was held in the downtown area 

of Hamilton so as to be accessible to residents living in the 
central and western portion of the City. The second meeting took 
place on the mountain to attract residents living on the mountain, 
while the third meeting was held in the east end of the City for 
residence: liyvingsinethatearea. 


EXGCeGpL, for the Glanbrook Meeting which started at §:00 p.m., all 


the public meetings began at 7:30 p.m. and finished at approximately 
POD. Sct. 


All the public meetings followed a Similar format. In most cases, 
each meeting began with introductory remarks by the Mayor of the 
local municipality, the Regional Chairman and Chairman of the 
Regional Planning and Development Committee. This was followed by 

a presentation of the Seven Alternative Regional Development Patterns 
by the Director of the Regional Plan Division. During the remaining 
two hours of the meeting, those attending the meeting were involved 
in workshop sessions, where the issues relevant to the selection of 

a Preferred Regional Development Pattern were extensively discussed. 


At the Glanbrook and Flamborough public meetings which were joint 
MeEectings With tie Tocal municical Councils, the Draft Local Official 
Plan proposals were presented in addition to the Regional development 
alternatives. Workshops at these meetings dealt with both Regional 
and local issues. 


2A ve Ae tendance 


Attendance at the public meetings ranged from 15 people to 275 people 
(Chart 1). Attendance at the Glanbrook and Flamborough meetings 

Was particularly bign. “This can De explained, in part, by the fact 
that these meetings were held to discuss local as well as Regional 
planning matters. 


The Ancaster public meeting was quite well attended while attendance 
in Dundas and Stoney Creek was poor. Attendance at the three Hamilton 
public meetings was very disappointing. 


2.1.3 Workshops 


All the workshops followed a similar agenda. A Regional or Local 
Councillor or a Regional Planner acted as a discussion leader 

for each workshop. In addition, Regional planners were on hand 
at all workshops to answer questions. Local as well as Regional 
planners were involved in the workshops at the Glanbrook and 
Flamborough Public Meetings, since both Regional and Local issues 
were discussed. 


In some of the larger workshops, participants first broke up into 
emailer Groups of four to formulate questions betore meeting as a 
workshop group. At the end of each workshop, all participants 

were asked to fill out a questionnaire designed to obtain input in 
TdSsneriying tie “oreterced Teqional Cevelopment pattern. The 
questionnaire distributed at the Glanbrook and Flamborough Public 
Meetings, however, dealt with their réspective Draft Local Official 
Plans as well as the Regional development alternatives. 


2.2 The Open Houses 


In total, seven open houses were held throughout the Region as 
indicated in Chart 2. One open house was held in each of the 
municipalities of Glanbrook, Dundas, Stoney Creek, Ancaster and 
Flamborough while two open houses were held in the City of Hamilton. 


Except for the second open house in Hamilton, all the open houses 
were held at the local municipal offices and were scheduled from 


2:00 pun. EO 3200 p.m. to give local residents anple opportunity 
te. attend. 


Attendance at the open houses varied from approximately 20 people 
at the Stoney Creek and Hamilton Open Houses to 150 at the Flamborough 
Open House. 


CHART <2 


SCHEDULE OF OPEN HOUSES 


DATE ATTENDANCE 

MUNICIPALITY eke ee LOCATION lapprox..3 
GLANBROOK February 24 Glanford Community Hall 60 
DUNDAS Maren 3 Dundas Town Hall a3 
STONEY CREEK March 14 Stoney Creek Municipal 

Offices 25 
HAMILTON March 18 Hamitcon Crty Hall 20 

March 30 Lloyd D. Jackson Square Undetermined 

= Pras 2 
ANCASTER March. 22 Ancaster Municipal 

Offices 80 
FLAMBOROUGH March 29 Flamborough Municipal 


Offices 150 


ist a eae 
3.0 SUMMARY OF WORKSHOP ISSUES 


A summary of issues relevant to the selection of a Preferred 
Regional Development Pattern were raised at the workshops 
held during each of the public meetings. This section of the 
report summarizes the comments by municipality. The comments 
have been entered under the appropriate issue categories. In 
many cases, similar comments have been combined to present 

a point of view more clearly. Every effort has been made 

to retain the essence of the comments. 


3.1 Workshop Issues--Glanbrook Public Meeting 
J. 2. le lne Urban ares 
+ Glanbrook wesidential and andustrial growth .south 


of the Hamilton boundary 
- housing types and densities 


* GrOweR Cutside the main Urban areas and the concen- 


tration of Growen 


. Binbrook centred tqrowth, Cost of services and type 


of development for Binbrook 
adequacy of potential growth in Mount Hope 


Strip development pressures along major roads i.e. 


Highways #6 and 753, with and without urban services 


- the teftiect of the provision of urban services on 
population and employment growth 


3.1.2 Development in the Rural Area 


directing future growth in the existing settlement 


ageas 


the number of land severances allowed, to whom, and 


on what type of agricultural land 
CP eee aye kel helene 


+ LBCSe IGN Or foc urey pOoular ion 
Dron e@ensity comr1 gorse 

Pp teliensiaty Of, poOluLa> ton Oroyections 

32)..2 Indtstrial Development 
industrial development and the municipal tax base 
industrial growth around Mount Hope Airport 


42 125. Reteaw. CLevee Centres 


Centre, ~oe. Commercial, retatl, etc. 
ga byl spies ope em gota ae ab ie a 


the ditterence xn Joss of agricultural land among 
Alternative Regional Development Patterns 


Agrveultiurse: Food Land Giidelines” 


3.1.7 Regional Costs 


the recent provincial Green Paper on "“Plarining For 


“Eype Of services provided at Regional and municipal 


the 


type Of services Gnecluded im the Regional cost estimates 
Gi Strout ion er estonia! Costs to ail area municipalities 
ANG COSt to eac emupicipality 


—_ 


a. |), «Se 


 mCOSt- Of providing urban services to, Binbrook 
. time required to obtain finances for servicing Binbrook 
and Mount Hope 


Sie! TAG DO Pde 


- alternative locations of an expanded airport facility 

- date of the Federal Government decision 
Glanbrook Council's decision to oppose expansion at 
the present airport site 

- location of potential industrial and residential 
growth relative to the present airport location 


S21 So) Lancer Suves 


alternatives to landfill as a method of solid waste 
disposal 

- Jocations ana Service areas for landfill sites in 
the Region 


S75 LO Transponsarton 


, adequacy of downtown Hamilton"s transportation facil— 
ities relative to the increase in population and 
employment 

- need for improved public transit between Glanbrook 
and Hamilton 

. concern over the Hamilton-Nanticoke Highway No. 6 
Corridor end: Che wea Hirli Creek corridor 


3.1.11 Miscellaneous 


. compatibility between Regional development alternatives 
and the “proposed Local Official Plan 


Workshop Issues--Dundas Public Meeting 
3aeek, Lhe Uroan frees 


. housing mix and densities 

Duk pose Of high density corridors and their impact 
on surrounding neighbourhoods 

s0cial and land use amplications of additional apart- 
ment growth 

, OASentLralazation ofr growth 

. BDENGTItSs. ena Costs, Of urban orowth 

. Status of the Parkway Belt West Plan, and its effect 
on development and its relationship to the Regional 
Official Pian 

the impact of the Western Alternative on Dundas 


3.2.2 Development in the Rural Area 


- ability of settlement areas (particularly in Glanbrook) 
to accommodate the majority of rural development 


Js2e5 POPULATION 


» GISELIbUtion of population 
- reliability of population projections and assumptions 
on household size 


3.2.4 Employment 


- location of employment 
- reliability of employment projections 


3.2.5 industrial Development 


. Cecentralization of andustry in the Region 

2 Cesizabiiory Of additionel industrial land in Dundas, 
tts 1oCert1oOn anc fyee, 2nd 4cs ability to attract 
population 

¢ Cftect GE andustrials land on municipal tax base 


9 8a OMA Lol ecice 


PERE? Sigyirveaence or tue Loss of agricultural Jland 
and our ability to feed ourselves 


B22) “Ihe Fruit Beas 


. the Fruit Belt as a resource and the economics of 
preservation 


3.2.9 Regional Costs 
. Regional costs relative to Dundas 
3.2.9 Solid Waste Disposal 


locations and service areas for landfill 


sites 

alternatives to Landfill as a method of solid waste 
disposal 

expansion of Dundas sewage treatment plant and increased 
effluent in Cootes Paradise 


S 2. LOCTreansoortal Lon 


selection of the most eifricient transportation system 
public transportation ana Hign density corridors 


3.3 Workshop Issues--Stoney Creek Public Meeting 

3.30) The Urban Area 

- controlling urban development due to the extension 
of the trunk sewers to Winona 

» DULrpOSe Of hagh density corridors; alternative loca- 
tions; their impacts on surrounding neighbourhoods 

. the future of the Saltfleet Community 

3.3.2 Development in the Rural Area 

. allowing severances in areas that will never be serviced 


3.3.3 Employment 


decentralization of employment 
- reliability of employment projections 


3.3.4 Industrial Development 

. decentralization of industrial development 

. effect of increased industrial development on the 
municipal tax base 
location and type of industrial development 

3.3.5 BRetarl-Oriice Centres 
Gispersion of retarl-—office growth 


90.0: ACCU Tire 


~ Ene Visbilaty Of .agricubktural Land for productive 
farming 


Bieecre © Meter gem ere Ney 

Pe ene wie tee encevalue on the Krugt Belt in Ramilton-— 
Wentworth 

» responsipilycy, by whom, for preservation of the 
Fruitlands 


3.828 eReGLOnal Coscs 


differences in Regional costs among the Alternative 
Regional Development Patterns 


SB Ss Rar pore 


improvements in transportation facilities required by 
the airport expansion 


3 


e 


Ju L0' Transportation 


inefficiency and inadequacy of the existing transit 
system, particularly on the mountain 


-3.11 Miscellaneous 
delivery of health services under each Alternative 


Regional Development Pattern 
erosion of the Lakeshore 


3.4 Workshop Issues--Ancaster Public Meeting 


5 


=| 


3 


3 


) 


3 


-4.1 The Urban Area 

phasing and timing of urban development i.e. residen- 
tial. vs... industrial growth 

characteristics and desirability of high density 
Cormauors 

retention of Ancaster's character and preservation of 
Ancaster's identity through physical separation from 
the other area municipalities 


affordability of housing in Ancaster 
Grrecte Of Paola qrowtm Under some of the alternatives 


-4.2 Development in the Rural Area 

land severances on poorest quality agricultural lands 
4.0 Population 

desirable growth rate for Region and Ancaster 

-4.4 Employment 


employment located in Ancaster vs. employment for 
Ancaster residents 


4.5 Industrial Development 


decentralization of industrial development 
Srrectuvor sindiserial development on the local tax 
base 


-4.6 Retail-Office Centres 


Centralazation vs. decentralization of retail-office 
development 


ey ero hae eee ee pbb a = 


getinition of prame agricultural land and its preser- 
vation 


324,56. Tae erute belt 


- preservation of the Fruit Belt as a valuable future 
resource 

p .SCONOnLe Yiaot lity of the “Ertitlands 

- degree of awareness by senior levels of government 
of farmers' problems 


3.4.9 Regional Costs 

- accuracy Of Cost estimates 

3.4.10 SAI 2 port 

. impacts of airport expansion on Ancaster 

. future land uses in areas surrounding the airport 

- effect Of airport cecision on the Alternative Regional 
Development Patterns 


S40 Srans oorravion 


. improved transit for Ancaster 
- public transit as an energy saver 


Workshop Issues--Hamilton Public Meetings 

3.5.1 The Urban Area 

. impacts of high density residential corridors 

. higher density residential development to reduce con- 
sumption of farmland by urban development 

stall Ger irgationeor serviced Land 


325.2 LoMUuser ial Pevelooment 


» amount Of industrial land necessary in Hamilton 
increased industrial land and employment opportunities 


3.5.0, Regional Costs 


Meare and generating. CeaieoOrratton costs 21 hiagh 
density corridors 


3.5.4 TransportaciLon 


- construction of the Hamilton Mountain Freeway 
ELansvorcation facility in Red Hill Creek area 

. public transit between downtown Hamilton and the 
Hamilton Mountain 


Workshop Issues--Flamborough Public Meetings 


3 


3 


+6. 2ne Urban Area 


growth in Waterdown and its impact on availability 
of water and sewage disposal 

housing mix in residential areas of Flamborough 
maintenance of rural character of Flamborough 


-6.2 Development in the Rural Area 


amount of development to be allowed in the Flamborough 
settlement areas 

restrictive vs. less restrictive land severance policies 
location of estate type of development 

land uses in the rural areas 


(SSeo oP opuULa ton 


population growth rates for Waterdown and Flamborough 
impact of population growth in a rural area 


-6.4 Employment 
employment growth rate in Flamborough 
-6.5 Industrial Development 


type, amount, and location of industrial development 

in Flamborough 

the effects of increased industrial development on 

the municipal tax base 

concentration vs. dispersion of industrial development 
in the Region 

competition among the area municipalities for industrial 
land 

rehabilitation of abandoned and existing pits and quar- 
ries 


.6.6 Retall—-Office Centres 
sites for commercial development in Flamborough 
6.7 Agriculture 


Cetinsaon, ang Location Of prime agricultural land 
use of productive farmland for development 


e626 The Fruit Belt 


preservation of the Fruit Belt as a resource and 
its economics 
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-6.9 Regional Costs 

relationship between growth and municipal tax base 
proportion of Regional costs borne by Flamborough 
cost of sewers for Waterdown area 

6.10 Transportation 

necessity of by-pass around Waterdown 


-6.11 Miscellaneous 


the relationship between the Regional and Local Official 
Plans 
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4.0 SUMMARY OF QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS 


4.1 The Development Pattern 
ii. “the nousing Mix 


There was strong agreement in all of the area municipalities that 
each municipality should provide a variety of housing in the future, 
including rental accommodation, to meet the needs of all age and 
income groups in the Region. Over 70% of the questionnaire res- 
pondents from the Glanbrook, Dundas, Ancaster and Flamborough 

Public Meetings and approximately 90% of these from the Stoney Creek 
and Hamilton Public Meetings took this position. 


ReLerpring tC. tne type ot housing mix favoured in each municipality, 

the Glanbrook respondents were in favour of either all single family 
housing (35.5%) or single family housing with some townhouse devel- 

Gpment (sol :2%) beang Durit in Glanbrook. 


ime ntohesr percene Of Tecpondenrs from Dundas (36.2%), Stoney Creek 
(A0.42))) Hamilton "(fie yana Zncaster (45.5%) would like future resid- 
ential Gevelopmeno 29 Gach Of thelr municipalities toe consist of mostly 


Single family housing with some townhouse and apartment development. 


Flamborough respondents were of mixed opinion about the type of 
housing mix they favoured for Flamborough. While 21.9% of the 
respondents favoured all single family housing, 31.6% favoured 
mostly single family with some townhouse development. However, 
29.3% showed a preference for mostly single family housing with 
some townhouse and apartment development. 


4.1.2 The Preferred Regional Development Pattern 


While there was some variation eanona tlie MUnicipalities, the C.0.L.U.€., 
South Central, South Decentralized and Conglomerate Alternatives 
appeared to receive the greatest support among the respondents. 


The Conglomerate Alternative was the preferred alternative by the 
highest percent (40%) of the Glanbrook respondents, followed by the 
South Central Alternative (9.9%). 


Among the Dundas respondents, nearly equal percentages favoured the 
Sout wecentratvvzeaand C.07L,U.C, Alternatives, 25.5% and 23.4% 
respectively. 


The Eastern Alternative was the preferred alternative by over 46% 
of the Stoney Creek respondents, who showed some preference, as well, 
far tie Trend G2. o.) ena Sourh Central (12.38%) Altérnatives. 


Among the Ancaster respondents, 30.3% favoured the South Central 
Alternative, followed by 13.6% who favoured the South Decentralized 
Alternative and another 12.1% who favoured the Western Alternative. 


Nearly equel percentages of Hamilton respondents showed a preference 
fem tne mourn Decen oration (23219) ana C.0.0.U.Cc. (20.5%) Alternatives. 
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THeeUOtri one ieee Tavoured thie South Central Alternative. 


The Conglomerate Alternative was the preferred alternative by 19.5% 
of the Flamborough respondents, followed by the Western Alternative 
which was favoured by 16.1% of the respondents. In addition, the 
SOuTcD Central and C.0O.L.0.C. Alternatives were preferred by 11.5% 
and 10.9% respectively, of the Flamborough respondents. 


ool Soe LOnOse wo enoLooK, vocal Oficial Plan 


The Glanbrook respondents were of mixed opinion regarding the pro- 
posed Glanbrook Official Plan. Approximately 55% of the respondents 
agreed with the proposed development patterns for Glanbrook. However, 
25.5% disagreed with the proposal while the remaining 19.1% did not 
respond to the question. 


A we ee LOvOseo ne amoOorougn Local Orficial Plan 


There was also mixed opinion regarding the proposed Flamborough 
Official Plan. While 44% of the Flamborough respondents agreed 
with the proposed development pattern for Flamborough, another 35.1% 
disagreed with the proposal. The remaining 20.1% appeared to be 
undecided and did not take a position regarding the proposal. 


Referring to the proposal to make Waterdown a heritage village, over 
74% of the Flamborough respondents agreed with it, while 14.9% 
disagreed. 


Aol ee Oia venied ty hesiaential Corrrdors an Hamilton 


Response among the Hamilton respondents was mixed to the concept 
of redeveloping some areas in the City of Hamilton into high density 
residential corridors. 


A nearly equal percentage of Hamilton respondents (48.7%) were in 
favour Of SS cab tent a bwon Bensity residential corridor on 
Hamilton Mountain, along Upper James and Upper Wellington Streets, 
as those who were opposed to the proposal (41%). 


A similar response was received to the proposal of establishing 
a high density residential corridor along Main and King Streets, 
between Downtown Hamilton and Highway 403. While 46.7% were in 
favour Of such a proposal, 33.3% disagreed and the remaining 20.5% 
did noc Give a reply. 


A mixed response was also given to the proposal of establishing 
such a corridor along Main Street West, between Highway 8 and the 
Crty f3tots.s Tie tesponse to this proposal was imconclusive, with 
eo pet te est Ontenits Fayouring it, 35.9% opposimg it,,.and 20.5% 
UWOt Sbaciid cieit Cosi c1on. 
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4.2 Development In The Rural Area 
4.2.1 Rural Settlement Development 


The majority of respondents in all the area municipalities agreed 
that, in the Rural Area future residential development should be 
located mainly in existing settlement areas that have good potential 
for expansion. This position was adopted by over 70% of the res- 
pondents from Dundas, Flamborough, Glanbrook and Stoney Creek and 
Over 80% of the Ancaster and Hamilton respondents. 


4.262. “Land Severances 


4.2.2.1 Land Severances in Prime Agricultural Areas 


All the area municipalities, except Flamborough, showed some indecision 
regarding the issue of restricting land severances in prime agri- 
cultural areas. This indecision is reflected by high percentages 

Of respondents; renging from 15.4% to 30.5%, who did not respond to 
the question. 


There was, however, considerable agreement among respondents from 
Dundas (65.12) 2 pncasrer Woese2s) and Haniziton, (79.5%) that land 
severances should be discouraged in prime agricultural areas and 
considered on the basis of restrictive severance policies for 
agriculttralipurposes only. 


There was less agreement among respondents from Glanbrook and Stoney 
Creek. Among the Glanbrook respondents, the response was mixed, 
Withe4650% Of the vespondenks maintaining that,land severances. on 
prime agricultural areas: should be restricted for agricultural 
PULpoOSsesS Only. “However, 22.7% of the Glanbrook respondents disagreed 
with this position while 30.5% seemed to be undecided about this 
issue. 


Response among the Stoney Creek respondents to this issue was also 
mixed. There were nearly equal percentages of respondents who 
agreed (38.3%) and those who disagreed (31.9%) with restricting 
land=severances imeprime agricultural areas for agricultural purposes 
Only. (mee cd tr One Ia esd1c Nor Giver response to this isse. 


Among the Flamborough respondents, the highest percent (53.5%) were 
of the opinion that residential land severances on prime agricultural 
land should be allowed for farm retirement, and sons and daughters 

of farmers. However, 21.3% felt that residential land severances 

ine such areas. Sicula be permitted for agricultural purposes only. 
There was a group of respondents (19.5%) who felt that residential 
severances in such areas should be allowed for other purposes than 
Soriciliuralsiarm tebirement, and Sons and daughters of farmers. 


ieee § and Severances. an Other Than Prime 
Agricultural Areas 


All area municipalities, except Flamborough, seemed to show some 
InGecis lon regarcang tie wsciue of allowing land seyverances in other 
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than prime agricultural areas. A range of 20.5% to 31.8% of the 
respondents from these municipalities did not respond to this 
question, suggesting they were undecided about the issue. 


High percentages of respondents from Flamborough (79.3%), Glanbrook 
(61.7%) and Stoney Creek (63.8%) showed agreement with the concept 
that residential land severances in other than prime agricultural 
areas should be allowed on the basis of less restrictive severance 
policies. 


However, there was less agreement among respondents from Ancaster, 
Dundas and Hamilton. Among the Ancaster respondents, the response 
was mixed, with 53% of the respondents agreeing that land severances 
in other) than prime agricultural areas should be allowed, 15.2% 
disagreeing with such a proposal and another 31.8% being undecided. 


Response from Dundas respondents was also mixed, with 46.8% agreeing 
with such a concept while 27.7% disagreed and 25.5% not responding 
to, the question. 


Hamilton respondents seemed to be undecided about this issue as well. 
While 56.4% of the Hamilton respondents agreed with allowing land 
severances in other than prime agricultural areas, 23.1% disagreed 
and another 20.5% appeared to be undecided. 


4,3 Population 
4,3.1°> Glanbrook Year 2001 Population 


Glanbrook respondents were of mixed opinion regarding what population 
they would like» to see in Glanbrook by the year 2001. While 35.5% 
favoured a moderate population figure of 20,000 people for Glanbrook, 
another 22.3% endorsed the low projection of 15,000 people. In 
6qagaticon,, the nigh. population projection of 22,000 was favoured by 
22% of the Glanbrook respondents. 


pone (Dundas Year 2001) Population 


The majority of the Dundas respondents (61.7%) were of the opinion 
that a year 2001 population of 21,000 people for the Town of Dundas, 
as projected under all seven alternative Regional development patterns 
Was acCvepido le iowever, (/2i5. felt that Ehis figure 18 too high, 
While auproxiamatrely Jie felt that. it was too low and favoured a 
population of between 25,000 to 30,000 people. 


4.3.3 Stoney Creek Year 2001 Population 


The highest percentage of the Stoney Creek respondents (42.5%) 
favoured a moderate population growth for Stoney Creek,giving it 

a pomiietronron s05100 to 76,500 people by the year 2001. On the 
other hand, 31.9% of the respondents endorsed the high population 
Projections on 2247000 people for the year. 2001. The low population 
ProOgecriomlol eel Un m people was. favoured bysonly 10.7%. 
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two wa gerncaster Year 2001 Pooulation 


The highest percent of Ancaster respondents (42.4%) favoured a 
moderate future population growth in Ancaster to 23,500 people 

by the year 2001. On the other hand, 37.7% of the respondents 
would like to see Ancaster grow more slowly, to reach a population 
of 18,200 to 19,300 people by the year 2001. There were some 
responcgents (15.2%) who favoured a high growth rate of 33,200 to 
38,200 people in Ancaster by the year 2001. 


403055 Hamilton Year 2001 Pooulation 


A mOGgerate "future wopulation.crowth for Hamilton of 375-000. to 
385,000 people and high growth to 395,000 people by the year 2001 
were favoured by equal percentages, each with 39.5% of the Hamilton 
respondents. The low population of 355,000 was favoured by 20.5%. 


4.3.6 Flamborough Year 2001 Population 


AP low Populatiom prenectrvon for Flamborough of 26,100 to 32,000 
people by the year 2001 was favoured by the highest percent of 

the Flamborough respondents, namely 43.1%. On the other hand, 
39.7% favoured a moderate population growth to 45,000 people, while 
ia 22 favoured a Rignwoopularion of 91,000 people for Flamborough 
Dy Guie sear 200. 


4.4 Employment 
4.4.1 Glanbrook Year 2001 Employment 


Respondents were of mixed opinion regarding how many jobs they 
would like to seem Glanbrock by the year 2001. The highest 
Percentage, 20-95, would Iske torsec moderate employment growth 

So ciate Glanbroom would have between 7,000 to 9,000 jobs by the 

year 2001. However, 24.8% of the respondents favoured a low employ- 
Mene UcOweN Oc os 7000 to 5,000. jobs Ian Glenbrook by 2001. Another 
22.7% favoured high employment growth in Glanbrook with 10,000 to 
11,000 jobs by 2001. Furthermore, some respondents would like 
townave more than 107000 jobs by: 2001. : 


2254.2 Dundas Year 2001 Employment 


Over hatr or the  ,esooncents (57.4%) felt that a year 2001 
enplovmemt t2gube “OL 6,500 ,0bs, astpro jected under all seven 
alternative Regional development patterns is acceptable for Dundas. 
However, approximately 13% felt this figure is too high while 
SooLo i anew el eee iat Tuis figure: ve coo Low. 


4.4.3 Stoney Creek Year 2001 Employment 


A moderate employment growth giving Stoney Creek 27,000 to 28,000 
jobs by wweevean 2001 ea tevoured by the highest percentage of 
Stoney Creek tespondents: (42-05%). In addition, a high percentage 
of respondents (34%) favoured a high employment projection of 


26,000 JOns [Cr Stoney Creek. The low projection of 20,000 to 


22,600 was favoured by 12.88. 
4,4,4,Ancaster Year 2001 Employment 


Nearly equal percentages of Ancaster respondents chose the low 
employment ‘projection Of 4,700 to 4,900 jobs (39.4%) and the 
medium projection of 6,000 to 6,200 jobs (34.8%)for Ancaster by 
the year 2001. The high employment projection of 7,300 jobs 
was chosen by 18.2% of the respondents. 


4.4,5,Hamilton Year 2001 Employment 


The highest percentage of Hamilton respondents, 51.3% favoured 

the high employment projection for the City of Hamilton of between 
238,700 to 239,800 jobs by the year 2001. The moderate employment 
growth figure of 236,500 was favoured by 25.6% of the respondents 
while the low employment projection of 234,000 to 235,400 jobs 

was favoured by 12.8% of the respondents. 


4.4.6.Flamborough Year 2001 Employment 


The medium year 2001 employment projection of 10,400 jobs for 
Flamborough was favoured by the highest number of Flamborough 
respondents, 43.7%. However, 36.2% of the respondents favoured 
a low projection of 5,700 to 7,000 jobs while 14.9% favoured the 
Higa projeccion or 17,500 Jobs for’ rlamborougn by the year 2001. 


4.5 industrial Development 


Respondents from all the area municipalities in the Region except 
Dundas were in agreement with allocating some of the future 
industrial land required in the Region to each of their municipalities. 
Over 75% of the Flamborough respondents supported this concept while 
over 80% of the Ancaster, Glanbrook, Hamilton and Stoney Creek 
respondents agreed with it. 


However, while 36.2% of the Dundas respondents favoured having some 
of the future industrial land required in the Region located in 
Dundas, over half (55.3%) did not want any additional land in 
Dundas developed for industrial use. 


A ee Metais-OLtice Centres 


Nearly half of the Glanbrook (48.3%) and Flamborough (49.4%) 
respondents and over half of the respondents from Dundas (55.3%), 
Stoney Creek (57.5%), Ancaster (54.5%) and Hamilton (61.5%)were 
of the opinion that an attempt should be made to decentralize 
some of the future retail and office employment growth to centres 
other than Downtown Hamilton. Many respondents (from all the 
area municipalities) felt that retail-office centres should be 
established in each area municipality. 


On the other hand, however, over 25% of the respondents from all 
the municipalities were opposed to decentralizing future retail- 
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office employment growth away from Downtown Hamilton. In addition, 
some indecision is evident among respondents from Glanbrook, 

Stoney Creek, Ancaster and Flamborough as reflected by their range 
of 17% to 20.7% “no response” on this issue. 


Ap. LOSS OL Prime Agricultural Land 
ToiewLOSs Of up. te. 9, 000eacres or 54 of all prime agricultural land 


in the Region due to future urban development was regarded as an 
acceptable loss by local respondents as follows: 


Hamilton S3LSs 
Dundas 42.6% 
Ancaster 43.9% 
Flamborough 52.58 
Glanbrook 5G.2% 
Stoney Creek 68.1% 


Among the respondents who regarded such a loss of prime agricultural 
land as unacceptable, some favoured a loss of up to 4,000 acres. 
Others, however, felt that as little prime agricultural land as 
possible should be lost to future urbanization. 


A.g- Amount of the Fruit Belt to Be Preserved 


Total preservation of the Fruit Belt area for fruit growing was 
favoured by nearly half of the Glanbrook respondents (48.3%) and 
over half of the respondents from Dundas (68.1%), Ancaster (53.0%), 
Hamilton (64.1%) and Flamborough (59.8%). 


In addition, over 25% of the respondents from each of these 
municipalities would like to see most of the Fruit Belt preserved 
for fruit growing but they would also favour allowing some develop- 
ment to take place. 


Opinion among Stoney Creek respondents regarding the preservation of 
the Fruit Belt for fruit growing was split almost evenly among the 
following groups of respondents: 


@ 23. 420felt that ell of the Fruit Belt should be preserved 
for fruit growing 

e 25.5% felt that most of the Fruit Belt should be preserved 
for fruit growing but some development should be allowed 

@e 23.4% felt that while some of the Fruit Belt should be 
preserved for fruit growing, a major portion should be 
developed 

e 21.3% felt that none of the Fruit Belt should be preserved 
for! f£ruixs’ growing 
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4.9 Regional Costs 


A range of 41.1% to 53.8% of the respondents from the six area 
municipalities indicated they were willing to support more Regional 
costs than that of the Trend Alternative which is the cheapest of 
the seven alternatives to service ($274 million). Most of the 
respondents were willing to support between 5% and 10% more in 
Regional Costs while some stated their willingness to support 
whatever costs are necessary to service the development pattern 
they prefer. 


However, some indecision about this issue is evident among 
respondents from all the area municipalities. A range of 15.4% to 
30.3% of the local respondents did not take a position on this 
issue. 


Ap HORA One OE TEx pacers le por’ 


If an expanded airport facility was to be recommended for the 
Hamilton-Wentworth area, over 50% of the respondents from Glanbrook 
(56.7%) and Ancaster (50%), over 60% of the respondents from Dundas 
(66%) and Hamilton (64.1%) and over 70% of those from Stoney Creek 
(78.7%) and Flamborough (76.4%) would favour locating it at the 
present airport site at Mount Hope. 


However, some respondents from Ancaster (21.2%), Dundas (12.7%) 
and Flamborough (12.1%) appeared to be undecided about this issue 
and did not reply to the question. 


4.11 Landfill Sites 
a wip geevocaviug a Lbeandtili Site in Hach Area Municipality 


Response to the issue of locating a landfill site in each area 
municipality was mixed. Over 60% of the respondents from Stoney 
Creek (61.7%) and Hamilton (64.1%) agreed with having a landfill 
Site located in their respective municipalities. 


Also 48.9% of the Dundas respondents and 50% of the Flamborough 
respondents agreed with having such a site in their respective 
municipalities. However, significant percentages of the respond-~ 
ents from Dundas and Flamborough either disagreed with this 
proposal or did not take a position on this issue. 


The highest percent of Glanbrook respondents (55.3%) were opposed 
to having a@ landfill site in their municipality. The remaining 
Glanbrook respondents were either in agreement with such a proposal 
(27,73) (Or cid Note take a position on this issue. (b7%).. 


Among the Ancaster respondents, a nearly equal percentage of res- 
pondents were in agreement with having a landfill site in Ancaster 
(39.4%) as those who disagreed (37.4%). The remainder (22.7%) 
were undecided about this issue. 
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4.11.2 Service Area For Local Landfill Sites 
A high percent of respondents from all the area municipalities 
(ranging from 15.4% to 25.8% of the respondents) were undecided 
about the issue of what area a local landfill site should serve. 
However, the highest percentages of respondents from all the 
municipalities felt that a local landfill site should serve their 
local municipality only. Some respondents were of the opinion 
that such a site should serve part of the Region in addition to 
their municipality. 


5.0 ANALYSIS OF GLANBROOK QUESTIONNAIRE 


5.1 The Development Pattern 


Sie The Housing Mix 
Question 


"A variety of housing types will be required in the future for the residents 
of the Region. Should each municipality provide such a variety (including 
rental housing) to meet the needs of all age and income groups?" 


Results 


Of the 141 respondents, 70.9% (Table A-1) were of the opinion 
that each municipality should provide a variety of housing 
types in the future including rental housing, to meet the hous- 
ing needs of all age and income groups. 


Question 


"Most residential development in Glanbrook is now single family housing. 
For future residential development, what type of housing mix would you 
like to see here? 

All single family 

Mostly single family and some townhouses 

Mostly single family, some townhouses, and some apartments 
An equal mix of single family, townhouses, and apartments 
Other" 


Results 


Referring to future residential development in Glanbrook, most 
respondents would like to see either all single family housing 
(35.5%) built in. the township or single family housing with 
some townhouse development (31.2%). As indicated in Table 
A-2, 25.5% showed approval for some apartment development in 
addition to single family and townhouse development. 


5.1.2 Preferred Regional Development Pattern 
Question 


"Which one of the following alternative Regional deveiopment patterns 
do you like the best?" 


Results 


Over 40% of the respondents, as indicated in Table A-3 favored 
the Conglomerate Alternative. The response to the remaining 


Six alternative Regional development patterns was scattered, 
with some preference being shown for the South Central (9.9%), 
tne C.O.d7 UsCu st74. 1%) and Western (6.4%) Alternatives. In 
addition, 7.8% of the respondents stated that they did not 
like any of the alternatives while 16.3% did not respond to 
the question at all. 


5.1.3 Proposed Glanbrook Local Official Plan 
Question 


"Do you agree with the development pattern that the Local Official Plan 
is proposing in Glanbrook? 


If no, what pattern do you suggest?" 
Results 


The response to the proposed Glanbrook Official Plan was mixed 
as indicated in Table A-4. Approximately 55% of the respondents 
agreed with the proposed development pattern for Glanbrook. 
However, 25.5% disagreed with the proposal while the remaining 
192ls aidmnot reply to the question. 


Among those who disagreed with the proposal, some suggested 
that there should be less development of Binbrook and more 
growth in Mount Hope. 
5.2 Development in the Rural Area 
5.2.1 Rural Settlement Development 
Question 
"To minimize the adverse impacts of development on the natural resources 
and reduce the need for additional services and facilities, it is proposed 
that future residential development in the Rural Area be located mainly 
in existing settlement areas that have good potential for expansion. Do 
you agree?" 
Results 
As shown in Table A-5, the majority of respondents (72.33%) 
agreed that, incthe Rural Area, future residential development 
should be confined to existing settlement areas that have good 
expansion potential. 
5.2.2 Land Severances 


Question 


"Do you agree that in the Rural Area land severances for residential 


purposes should be allowed on the following basis: 
Discouraged in prime agricultural areas and considered on the basis of 
restrictive severance policies for agricultural purposes only. 


Allowed in other than prime agricultural areas and considered on the basis 
of less restrictive severance policies." 


Results 


The response to restricting residential land severances in 
prime agricultural areas was mixed, as shown in Table A-6. 
While 46.8% of the respondents maintained that land sever- 
ances on prime agricultural areas should be restricted for 
agricultural purposes only, another 22.7% disagreed, while the 
remaining 30.5% seemed to be undecided about this matter and 
did not answer this part of the question. 


There seemed to be more agreement on the issue of allowing 
residential land severances in other than prime agricultural 
areas. Approximately 61% of the respondents (Table A-7) felt 
that less restrictive land severance policies should be estab- 
lished for these areas. However, there appears to be some 
indecision on this matter as well, since 22.7% of the respon- 
dents did not answer this part of the question. 


5.3 Glanbrook 2001 Population 
Question 


"In 1971 the population of Glanbrook was 9,900 people. Under the seven 
alternatives there is a range of 15,000 to 22,000 people projected for 
Glanbrook. How many people would you like to see living in Glanbrook 
by the year 2001? 

Low - 15,000 
Medium - 20,000 
High - 22,000 
Other - 


Results 


Respondents were of mixed opinion regarding what population 
they would like to see in Glanbrook by the year 2001. 


As Table A-8 shows 35.5% of the respondents favored a moderate 
growth rate over the next 25 years which would bring Glanbrook's 
population to 20,000 people. 


However, there was also endorsement (28.3%) for a low future 
growth rate which would bring Glanbrook's year 2001 population 
to 15,000 people. In addition, a high growth rate which would 
give Glanbrook 22,000 people by the year 2001 was favored by 
22% of the respondents. 


Referring to the "other" category, some respondents would 
like to see more than 22,000 people living in Glanbrook by 
the year 2001. 


Relating the population projections to the Alternative Regional 
Development Patterns, the Trend, Eastern, South Decentralized 

and Western Alternatives project a low year 2001 population of 
approximately 15,000 for Glanbrook. The South Central Alterna- 
tive shows a moderate growth rate for Glanbrook of approximately 
20,000 people by the year 2001. The Conglomerate Alternative, 

ohn the other hand, projects a high year 2001 population of 22,000 
for Glanbrook. 


5.4 Glanbrook 2001 Employment 
Question 


"In 1971 there were 1,500 jobs in Glanbrook. Under the seven alternatives 
there is a range of 3,000 to 11,000 jobs projected for Glanbrook for the 
year 2001. How many jobs would you like to see in Glanbrook by the year 
2001? 

Low - 3,000 to 5,000 
Medium - 7,000 to 9,000 
High — 10,000 to 11,000 
Other 


Results 


Respondents were also of mixed opinion regarding how many jobs 
they would like to see in Glanbrook by the year 2001. The 
highest percentage, 36.9% (Table A-9) would like to see mod- 
erate employment growth so that Glanbrook would have between 
i700 ce. 9,000) Jobsaby, the year, 200i . 


However, 24.8% of the respondents favoured low employment pro- 
ect TONS O103,,000 sco, 5,000) Jobs "for Glanbrook by 2001. Another 
22.7% favored high employment growth in Glanbrook with 10,000 
to 11,000 jobs by 2001. Furthermore, some respondents would 
like Glanbrook to have more than 11,000 jobs by 2001. 


Relating the year 2001 employment projections to the Alternative 
Regional Development Patterns, the Trend, Eastern, and Western 
Alternatives project low employment growth (3,000 to 5,000 jobs) 
for Glanbrook. A moderate employment growth for Glanbrook of 
7,000 to 9,000 jobs is projected under the South Decentralized 
ana conglomerate Alternatives. The C.0.L.U.Cc. and South Central 
Alternatives, on the other hand, project a high employment pro- 
gectuon for Glanbrock of 10,000 to 11,000 gobs. 
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5.5 Industrial Development 


Question 


"Are you in favour of having some of the industrial land required in the 
Region located in Glanbrook?" 


Results 


An overwhelming 85.8% of the respondents (Table A-10) were 

in favor of having some of the future industrial land required 
in the Region located in Glanbrook. Many respondents favored 
locating Glanbrook's industrial development south of the 
Hamilton Mountain Industrial Park. Some respondents were of 
the opinion that the industrial development should be located 
along or near the railway line in Glanbrook. 


5.6 Retail-Office Centres 
Question 


"Downtown Hamilton will continue to be the prime Regional Centre providing 
the major retail-office employment. Do you feel an attempt should be made 
to decentralize some of the future retail and office employment growth 

to other centres in the Region?" 


Results 


As indicated in Table A-1ll, 48.3% of the respondents maintained 
that some of the future retail-office employment growth in the 
Region should be decentralized to centres other than Downtown 
Hamilton. 


Many respondents felt that retail-office centres should be 
established in each area municipality. Binbrook and Mount 

Hope were identified as locations in Glanbrook for retail-office 
centres. In addition, some respondents favored the establish- 
ment of a retail-office centre on Hamilton Mountain. 


5.7 Acceptable Loss of Prime Agricultural Land 
Question 
"Some prime agricultural land is lost under all seven alternative develop- 
ment patterns. Would you agree that the loss of up to 9,000 acres or 5% 
of all prime agricultural land in the Region for future urban development 
is acceptable? 
If no, what loss is acceptable?" 
Results 
Approximately 58% of the respondents (Table A-12) felt that 


a loss of 9,000 acres or 5% of all prime agricultural land 
in the Region due to future urban development is acceptable. 


Among those who felt such a loss is unacceptable, some regarded 
a loss of between 4,000 to 5,000 (6.3%) as more acceptable. 
Some felt that as little prime agricultural land as possible 
should be lost to future urban development. 


One must note that with a significant 14.9% "no response" 
to this question, there appears to be some indecision regarding 
what loss of prime agricultural land is acceptable. 


5.8 Amount of Fruit Belt to be Preserved 
Question 


"Part of the Niagara Fruit Belt is located in the Town of Stoney Creek, 
east of Fruitland Road between the Escarpment and the Queen Elizabeth 
Way. It is an important tender fruit producing area and is the only one 
of its kind in the Region. How much of the Fruit Belt do you feel should 
be preserved for fruit growing?" 


Results 


Over 80% of the respondents maintained that all or most of 

the Fruit Belt should be preserved for fruit growing (Table 
A-13). Approximately 48% took the position that all of the 
Fruit Belt should be preserved, while 32.6% felt that most 

of it should be preserved, with some development being allowed. 
No respondents indicated that none of the Fruit Belt should 

be preserved. 


5.9 Regional Costs 
Question 


"The Region will incur capital costs for sewer, water, solid waste disposal, 
and transportation facilities to service the Preferred Regional Develop- 
ment Pattern. The Trend Alternative is the cheapest alternative to service 
and will cost 274 million dollars. Compared to the Trend Alternative how 
much more in Regional costs are you willing to support to achieve the 
development pattern you prefer?" 


Results 


The question of supporting Regional costs was received with 
mixed feelings, as indicated by the high 27% "no response" 
shown in Table A-14. 


Approximately 19% of the respondents stated they were not 
Willing to suppor. more Regional costs than that of the Trend 
Alternative ($274 million) which is the cheapest alternative 
to service. 


However, 41.1% were willing to support between 5% and 20% more 
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in Regional costs, with most favoring between 5% and 10%. 
Indeed, some respondents indicated their willingness to support 
whatever costs are required to service the development pattern 
they prefer. 


9.10) Location of Expanded Airport 
Question 


"If an expanded airport facility was to be recommended for this area, where 
do you feel it should be located? 

At the present site at Mount Hope 

At another site in the Region 

At a site nearby the Region 

Other" 


Results 


Over half of the respondents (56.7%) felt that if an expanded 
airport facility is to be recommended for the Hamilton-Wentworth 
area, it should be located at the present site at Mount Hope 
(Table A-15). On the other hand, 14.9% suggested that it be 
located at a site nearby the Region. Several respondents 
mentioned locating it at Caistor Centre in the Region of 
Niagara. 


B.il Landfill Sites 
5. 11. Locating A Landfill Site in Glanbrook 
Question 


"Approximately 2,000 tons of solid waste are being produced each day 

in Hamilton-Wentworth. The existing Regional landfill sites will be 
filled to capacity within approximately two years so that a long-range 
solid waste disposal plan needs to be formulated. Such a plan would es- 
tablish new landfill sites at locations having the least negative impact 
on the environment. 


If such a landfill site(s) was identified in this municipality, would 
you agree to having it located here? If no, why not?" 


Results 


Table A-16 shows that 55.3% disagree with having a landfill 
site located in Glanbrook while 27.7% agree with it and the 
remaining 17% did not answer the question. 


Among those who were against having a landfill site located 
in Glanbrook, many felt that alternative waste disposal methods 
shoula be. utilized. Others felt that such a site Should 


not service the whole Region. Some were concerned with the 
traffic generated from a local landfill site while others 
were concerned with the pollution aspect. 


5.11.2 Service Area for Local Landfill Site 
Question 


"What area do you feel a landfill site in your municipality should serve? 
This municipality only 

This municipality and part of the Region 

All of the Region 

Other 


Results 


According to Table A-17, there is an even split between those 

who felt that a landfill site in Glanbrook should serve Glanbrook 
only (36.9%) and those who felt that it should serve part 

of the Region in addition to Glanbrook (36.9%). However, a 
Significant 18.4% of the respondents seemed to be undecided 

about this issue and did not answer the question. 


6.0 DUNDAS PUBLIC MEETING 


6.1 The Development Pattern 
6clel DThertousingsMix 


Question 


"A variety of housing types will be required in the future for the residents of 
the Region. Should each municipality provide such a variety (including 
rental housing) to meet the needs of all age and income groups?" 


Results 


Of the 47 respondents, 72.4% (Table B-1) felt that each municipality 
should provide a variety of housing types in the future including 
rental accommodation to meet the housing needs of all age and 


ancome qroups. 


Question 


"Residential development in Dundas is now 73% single family, 4% townhouses, 
and 23% apartments. What type of housing mix would you like to see in Dundas 
in new residential areas? 

All single family 

Mostly single family and some townhouses 

Mostly single family, some townhouses, and some apartments 

An equal mix of single family, townhouses, and apartments 


Other" 


Results 


Referring to future residential development in Dundas, the highest 
percentage of respondents (36.2%) favoured a housing mix for 


Dundas of mostly single family family housing, with some townhouse and 
apartment development (fable B-2). An additional 19.1% of the 
respondents would like to see an equal mix of single family housing, 
townhouses, and apartments while another 19.1% favoured mostly 

single family with some townhouse development. 


On the other hand,there was some support (12.8%) for providing 


all single family housing in Dundas. 


6.1.2 Preferred Regional Development Pattern 


Question 


"Which one of the following alternative Regional development patterns do you 
like the best?" 


Results 


As indicated on Table B-3, the highest percentage of Dundas 
respondents (25.5%) preferred the South Decentralized Alterna- 
tive, followed by those who favoured the C.O.L.U.C. (23.4%) and 
the couth- Central Alternatives: (12.7%). 


In addition, a significant number of respondents (14.9%) appeared 
to be undecided about which alternative they liked and did not 
answer this question at all. 


6.2 Development in the Rural Area 


6.2.1 Rural Settlement Development 


Question 


"To minimize the adverse impacts of development on the natural resources and 
reduce the need for additional services and facilities, it is proposed that 
future residential development in the Rural Area of the Region be located 
mainly in existing settlement areas that have good potential for expansion. 
Do you agree?" 


Results 


As Table B-4 shows, the majority of respondents (78.7%) agreed that, 
in the Rural Area future residential development should be confined 
to existing settlement areas that have good potential for expansion. 


6.2.2 Land Severances 
Question 


"Do you agree that, in the Rural Area, land severances for residential purposes 
should be allowed on the following basis: 

Discouraged in prime agricultural areas 

and considered on the basis of restrictive 

severance policies for agricultural 

purposes only. 


Allowed in other than prime agricultural 
areas and considered on the basis of less 
restrictive severance policies." 


Results 


As shown in Table B-5, 68.1% of the respondents agreed with 
restricting residential land severances in prime agricultural 
areas for agricultural purposes only. However, with 25:5% of the 
respondents not answering this part of the question, there appears 
to have been some indecision on this issue. 


Nearby half of the respondents (46.8%) agreed with allowing 
residential land severances in other than prime agricultural 
areas through less restrictive severance policies. However, 
27.7% of the respondents (Table B-6) disagreed with such a 
proposal. Another 25.5% did not answer this part of the 
question, suggesting some indecision on this issue as well. 


6.3 Dundas: 2001 Population 


Question 


"In 1971 the population of Dundas was 18,600 people. Under all seven alterna- 
tive development patterns, a population of 21,000 people has been projected 
for the year 2001. Do you feel this population projection for Dundas is 
acceptable. 

too high. What population do you suggest? 

too low. What population do you suggest? 

undecided.” 


Results 


The majority of respondents, as shown in Table B-7 (61.7%) were 
Sorethetonpinion thatva yvearo2001 population icf 21,000 pedple: for 
the Town of Dundas as projected under all seven alternative 
Regional development patterns was acceptable. However, 17.1% 
felt that this figure is too high while approximately 11% felt 
that it was too low and favoured a population of between 25,000 
to 30,000 people. 


6.4 Dundas 2001 Employment 


Question 


"In 1971 there were 4,600 jobs in Dundas. Under all seven alternative 
development patterns, we have projected an employment figure of 6,500 jobs 
for the year 2001. 
Do you feel this employment projection for Dundas is 

acceptable. 

too high. How many jobs do you suggest? 

too low. How many jobs do you suggest? 

undecided." 


Results 


Over shalfivof the respondents (57:43) felt:that a year 2001 
emplovment figure of 6,500 Jobs as projected under all seven 
alternative Regional development patterns is acceptable for 

Dundas. However, approximately 13% felt this figure is too high 
while approximately 11% felt that this figure is too low (Table B-8). 
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6.5 Industrial Development 


Question 


"None of the seven alternative development patterns propose any significant 
amount of new industrial land in Dundas beyond possible expansion of existing 
industries. Do you feel that some of the industrial land required in the 
Region should be located in Dundas?" 


Results 


Over half of the respondents (55.3%) did not want any additional 
land in Dundas developed for industrial use (Table B-9). Some 
felt that no suitable areas are left in Dundas for future 
industrial development. Others expressed the desire to keep 
Dundas small. Some were concerned about the high cost of 
servicing industrial land. In addition, some respondents felt 
existing industrial land could be more economically used. 


However, 36.2% of the respondents felt that some of the future 
industrial land required in the Region should be located in 
Dundas. Some felt that the existing industrial areas could be 
expanded while others suggested locating industrial development 
in the York Road - Highway 99 area. 


6.6 Retail-Office Centres 
Question 


"Downtown Hamilton will continue to be the prime Regional centre providing 
the major retail-office employment. Do you feel an attempt should be made 
to decentralize some of the future retail and office employment growth to 

other centres in the Region?" 


Results 


As indicated in Table B-10, 55.3% of the respondents maintained 
that some of the future retail-office employment growth in the 
Region should be decentralized to centres other than Downtown 
Hamilton. Many respondents favoured establishing retail-office 
centres in all the area municipalities. Many would also like 
to see some retail-office employment growth in Dundas. Some 
suggested locating it on the west mountain of Hamilton. 


On the cther hand, 36.2% of the respondents felt that future 
retail-office employment growth should not be decentralized 
away from Downtown Hamilton. Some felt that concentrated growth 
reduces costs. Others were concerned about keeping Dundas small. 


Hey | Acceptable Loss of Prime Agricultural Land 


Question 


"All seven alternative development patterns will use up some prime agricultural 
land for future urban development. Would you agree that the loss of up to 
9,000 acres or 5% of all prime agricultural land in the Region is acceptable? 


If no, what loss is acceptable?" 
Results 


Approximately 43% of the respondents (Table B-11) agreed with a 
POSS TOL tip ito 97,000 vacres "or “St cof all primecagricultural landin 
the Region for future urban development. 


Among those who felt that such a loss is unacceptable, many did 
not specify what amount of loss they agreed with. A loss of 4,000 
acres or less was regarded by a few as a more acceptable loss. 
Some telt that no prime agricultural land or as little as possible 
should be lost to future urban development. 


6.8 Amount of Fruit Belt to be Preserved 
Question 


"Part of the Niagara Fruit Belt is located in the Town of Stoney Creek, east 
of Fruitland Road between the Escarpment and the Queen Elizabeth Way. It is 
an important tender fruit producing area and is the only one of its kind in 

the Region. How much of the Fruit Belt do you feel should be preserved for 

fruit growing?" 


Results 


Over 68% of the respondents (Table B-12) maintained that all of 
the Fruit Belt should be preserved for fruit growing. In addition 
25.5% took the position that most of the Fruit Belt should be 
preserved for fruit growing, with some development being allowed. 
No one was of the opinion that none of the Fruit Belt should be 
preserved. 


6.9 Regional Costs 


Question 


"The Region will incur capital costs for sewer, solid waste disposal, and 
transportation facilities to service the Preferred Regional Development Pattern. 
The Trend Alternative is the cheapest alternative to service and will cost 

274 million dollars. Compared to the Trend Alternative how much more in 
Regional costs are you willing to support to achieve the development pattern 
your prefer?" 


Results 


Approximately 21% of the respondents (Table B-13) stated that 
they were not willing to support more Regional costs than that 
of the Trend Alternative ($274 million) which is the cheapest 
alternative to service. 


However, 46.8% indicated their willingness to support between 
59% and 20% more in Regional costs. Approximately 15% indicated 
a willingness to support 5% more and 25.5% showed a willingness 
to support 10% more costs than the servicing costs of the Trend 
Alternative. 


A high 19.1% "no response", however, suggests that many respon- 
dents were undecided about this issue. 


6.10 Location of Expanded Airport 


Question 


"If an expanded airport facility was to be recommended for this area, where 
do you feel it should be located? 

At the present site at Mount Hope 

At another site in the Region 

At a site nearby the Region 

Other" 


Results 


Most of the Dundas respondents (66%) felt that if an expanded 
airport facility was to be recommended for the Hamilton-Wentworth 
area, it should be located at the present site at Mount Hope 
(Table B-14). However, some indecision regarding this issue is 
evident with 14.9% of the respondents choosing the "other" reply 
category and another 12.7% not responding to this question at all. 


6.1L Landfill. Sites 
6.11.1 Locating A Landfill Site in Dundas 
Question 
"Approximately 2,000 tons of solid waste are being produced each day in Hamilton- 
Wentworth. The existing Regional landfill sites will be filled to capacity 
within approximately two years S0 that a long-range solid waste disposal plan 
needs to be formulated. Such a plan would establish new landfill sites at 


locations having the least negative impact on the environment, 


If such a landfill site(s) was identified in this municipality, would you 
agree to having it located here? 


Tf no, why not?" 


Results 


There was an almost equal split (Table B-15) between those who 
favour having a landfill site located in Dundas (48.9%) and 
those who disagree with locating one in Dundas (38.3%). 


Among those who were against having a landfill site located in 
Dundas, some felt that Dundas has no suitable areas for such 

a site. Others would like to see alternatives to landfill 
being used for solid waste disposal. 


G6-ld.2 Service Arce for Local Landfill Site 


Question 


"What area do you feel a landfill site in your municipality should serve? 
This municipality only 

This municipality and part of the Region 

All of the Region 

Other" 


Results 


Approximately 36% of the respondents felt that a local landfill 
site should serve Dundas only (Table B-16). An additional 21.3% 
felt that such a landfill site should serve part of the Region 
in addition to Dundas. 


A significant 23.3% of the respondents did not answer this question, 
suggesting that there is some indecision among respondents regarding 
this issue. 


7.0 STONEY CREEK PUBLIC MEETING 


7.1 The Development Pattern 
7eiz lL The Housing Mix 
Question 


"A variety of housing types will be required in the future for the resi- 
dents of the Region. Should each municipality provide such a variety 
(including rental housing) to meet the needs of all age and income groups?" 


Results 


There was strong agreement (89.3%) with the concept of each 
municipality providing a variety of housing types (including 
rental housing) in the future to meet the needs of all age 
and income groups (Table C-1l). 


Question 


"Residential development in Stoney Creek is now 78% single family and 
doubles, 4% townhouses, and 18% apartments. What type of housing mix would 
you like to see in Stoney Creek in new residential areas? 

All single family 

Mostly single family and some townhouses 

Mostly single family, some townhouses, and some apartments 

An equal mix of single family, townhouses, and apartments 

Other" 


Results 


As indicated in Table C-2, 40.4% of the respondents would like 
future residential development in Stoney Creek to consist of 
mostly single family housing with some townhouse and apartment 
development. An additional 21.3% would like to see an equal 

mix of single family, townhouse and apartment development. 
However, 14.9% are in favor of having all single family residen- 
tial development in Stoney Creek in the future. 


7.1.2 Preferred Regional Development Pattern 
Question 


"Which one of the following alternative Regional development patterns 
do you like the best?" 


Results 


As Table C-3 shows, the Eastern Alternative was the preferred 
alternative by most of the respondents in Stoney Creek (46.8%). 


Response to the remaining six alternatives was mixed. The 

Trend and South Central Alternatives were each preferred by 
an additional 12.8% of the respondents while the C.O.L.U.C. 
Alternative was preferred by 10.6% of the respondents. 


7.2 Development in the Rural Area 
7.2.1 Rural Settlment Development 
Question 


"To minimize the adverse impacts of development on the natural resources 
and reduce the need for additional services and facilities, it is proposed 
that future residential development in the Rural Area of the Region be 
located mainly in existing settlment areas that have good potential for 
expansion. Do you agree?" 


Results 


The majority of respondents (72.3%) agreed that, in the Rural 
Area future residential development should be located mainly 
in existing settlement areas that have good potential for 
expansion (Table C-4). However, there appears to be some 
indecision on the -1ssue,as reflected by a significant 19.1% 
of the respondents not replying to this question. 


7.2.2 Land Severances 
Question 


"Do you agree that, in the Rural Area, land severances for residential 
purposes should be allowed on the following basis: 

Discouraged in prime agricultural areas and considered on the basis of 
restrictive severance policies for agricultural purposes only. 


Allowed in other than prime agricultural areas and considered on the basis 
of less restrictive severance policies." 


Results 


Response to retricting residential land severances in prime 
agricultural areas was mixed, as indicated in Table C=-5. 

There were nearly equal percentages of respondents who agreed 
(38.3%) and who disagreed (31.9%) with restricting land sever- 
ances in prime agricultural areas for agricultural purposes only. 
There appears to have been some indecision regarding this issue 
as reflected by a 29.8% "no response” to this part of the 
question. 


There waS more agreement (63.8%) with allowing land severances 
in other than prime agricultural areas, through less restric- 
tive severance policies (Table C-6). Nonetheless, there was 


Beitul a Wigh: (25.46) “no response” to. this part Of the. question, 
suggesting that respondents had not made up their minds on 
this issue. 


7.3 Stoney Creek 2001 Population 
Question 


"In 1971 the population of Stoney Creek was 27,400 people. Under the 
seven alternatives a range of 49,100 to 114,000 people is projected for 
Stoney Creek. How many people would you like to see living in Stoney 
Creek by the year 2001? 

Low - 49,100 

Medium - 70,100 to 76,500 

High - 114,000 

Other ie 


Results 


As shown in Table C-7 the highest percentage of the Stoney 
Creek respondents (42.5%) favored a moderate population growth 
for Stoney Creek which would give it a population of 70,100 

to 76,500 people by the year 2001. On the other hand, 31.9% 
of the respondents endorsed the high population projection 

of 114,000 people for the year 2001. The low population pro- 
jection of 49,000 people was favored by only 10.7%. 


Relating the population projections for Stoney Creek to the 
seven Alternative Regional Development Patterns, the low 
projection of 49,100 is reflected by the Western Alternative. 
The moderate projection figures of 70,100 to 76,500 refer to 
those given for Stoney Creek under the Trend, C.O.L.U.C., 
South Central, South Decentralized, and Conglomerate Alterna- 
tives. The high population projection of 114,000, on the 
other hand, is allocated to Stoney Creek under the Eastern 
Alternative. 


7.4 Stoney Creek 2001 Employment 
Question 


"Tn 1971 there were 6,900 jobs in Stoney Creek. Under the seven alterna- 
tives a range of 20,100 to 36,000 jobs is projected for Stoney Creek. How 
many jobs would you like to see in Stoney Creek by the year 2001? 

Low - 20,100 to 22,600 

Medium - 27,000 to 28,500 

High - 36,000 
Other 


" 


Results 


A moderate employment growth giving Stoney Creek 27,000 to 
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28,000 jobs by the year 2001 is favored by the highest per- 
centage of respondents (42.5%), as indicated in Table C-8. 

In addition, a high percentage of respondents (34%) favored 
a high employment projection of 36,000 jobs for Stoney Creek. 
thes low projection of 20,000 to 22,600 was favored by 12.8%. 


Relating the employment projections for Stoney Creek to the 
seven Alternative Regional Development Patterns, the low pro- 
jections of 20,100 to 22,600 jobs refer to those given to 
Stoney Creek under the C.0.L.U.C., South Central, and Western 
Alternatives. The moderate employment projections of 27,000 
to 28,500 jobs for Stoney Creek refer to those given under 

the Trend, South Decentralized, and Conglomerate Alternatives. 
The Eastern Alternative, on the other hand, gives Stoney Creek 
ar hight proesection of 36,000 jobs. 


7.5 Industrial Development 
Question 


"Are you in favor of having some of the industrial land required in the 
Region located in Stoney Creek?" 


Results 


A high 83% of the respondents (Table C-9) were in favor of 
having some of the future industrial land required in the 
Region located in Stoney Creek. Many respondents favored 
locating Stoney Creek's future industrial development between 
the Q.E.W. on the south and either Barton Street or the rail- 
way tracks on the north. Various eastern boundaries for 

this industrial development were suggested but there was no 
consensus on this issue. 


Approximately 15% of the respondents were opposed to provid- 
ing more industrial land in Stoney Creek. However, the rea- 
sons given for this point of view were not conclusive. 


7.6 Retail-Office Centres 
Question 
"Downtown Hamilton will continue to be the prime Regional centre provid- 
ing the major retail-office employment. Do you feel an attempt should be 
made to decentralize some of the future retail and office employment 
growth to other centres in the Region?" 


Results 


Approximately 57% of the respondents (Table C-10) were of the 
opinion that an attempt should be made to decentralize some 
of the future retail-office employment growth to centres other 
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than Downtown Hamilton. 


Some respondents felt that retail-office centres should be 
established in all the area municipalities. Others felt that 
some or even all of the future retail-office employment growth 
should be located in Stoney Creek. Some maintained that centres 
Should be located where they are needed while others suggested 
that centres should be located near residential areas. 


Among the 25.5% who disagreed with decentralizing future retail- 
office employment growth, some felt that with energy becoming 

a problem, an attempt should be made to concentrate employment 
to make public transit more viable. Others felt that Downtown 
Hamilton has all the facilities and should remain the centre 

of business. 


7.7 Acceptable Loss of Prime Agricultural Land 
Question 


"All seven alternative development patterns will use up some prime agri- 
cultural land for future urban development. Would you agree that the 
loss of up to 9,000 acres or 5% of all prime agricultural land in the 
Region is acceptable? 


If no, what loss is acceptable?" 
Results 


As indicated in Table C-ll, 68.1% of the respondents felt that 
theyioss of up to -9,000 2cres or 5% of all. prime agricultural 
land in the Region due to future urban developemnt is accept- 
able. 


Among those who felt that such a loss is unacceptable, there 
was no consensus regarding what amount of loss would be more 
acceptable. 


7.8 AMOURE Of Prult Belt to be Preserved 
Question 
"Part of the Niagara Fruit Belt is located in the Town of Stoney Creek, 
east of Fruitland Road between the Escarpment and the Queen Elizabeth 
Way. It is an important tender fruit producing area and is the only one 


of its kind in the Region. How much of the Fruit Belt do you feel should 
be preserved for fruit growing?" 


Results 


Opinion among Stoney Creek respondents regarding the issue of preservins 
the Pruit Belt for fruit ‘growing was split almost evenly 


among the following groups of respondents (Table C-12): 


. 2374% felt that all of the Fruit Belt should be 
Preserved [Or Trult growing, 

- 29.5% felt that most of the Fruit Belt should be 
preserved for fruit growing but some development 
Should be allowed, 

- 23.4% felt that while some of the Fruit Belt should 
be preserved for fruit growing, a major protion 
should be developed, 

- 41.3% felt that none of the Fruit Belt should be 
preserved for fruit growing. 


7.9 Regional Costs 
Question 


"The Region will incur capital costs for sewer, solid waste disposal, and 
transportation facilities to service the Preferred Regional Development 
Pattern. The Trend Alternative is the cheapest alternative to service 
and will cost 274 million dollars. Compared to the Trend Alternative how 
much more in Regional costs are you willing to support to achieve the 
development pattern you prefer?" 


Results 


As Table C-13 shows, 17% of the respondents indicated they 
were not willing to support more Regional costs than that of 
the Trend Alternative ($274 million) which is the cheapest 
alternative to service. However, 44.8% indicated their will- 
ingness to support between 5% and 20% more in Regional costs. 


Some respondents indicated they were willing to support what- 
ever costs are necessary to service the development pattern 
they prefer. However, some indecision regarding this issue 

is evident due to the high 23.4% "no response" to this question. 


7210 Location of Expanded Airport 
Question 


"Tf an expanded airport facility was to be recommended for this area, 
where do you feel it should be located? 

At the present site at Mount Hope 

At another site in the Region 

At a site nearby the Region 

Other 7 


Results 


Over 78% of the respondents (Table C-14) maintained that if 

an expanded airport facility is to recommended for the Hamilton- 
Wentworth area, it should be located at the present site at Mount 
Hope. 


(~ii Lancia. estes 
7.11.1 Locating A Landfill Site in Stoney Creek 
Question 


"Approximately 2,000 tons of solid waste are being produced each day in 
Hamilton-Wentworth. The existing Regional landfill sites will be filled 

to capacity within approximately two years so that a long-range solid waste 
disposal plan needs to be formulated. Such a plan would establish new 
landfill sites at locations having the least negative impact on the environ- 
ment. 


If such a landfill site(s) was identified in this municipality, would you 
agree to having it located here? 


1f no, why net?" 
Results 


Over 61% of the respondents (Table C-15) agreed with having 

a landfill site located in Stoney Creek. Among those who dis- 
agreed (25.5%), some felt that alternative methods of solid 
waste disposal should be used. 


Pelle tService o.rea tor Local Landfill Site 
Question 


"What area do you feel a landfill site in your municipality should serve? 
This municipality only 

This municipality and part of the Region 

All of the Region 

Other . 


Results 


As indicated in Table C-16, 53.2% of the respondents felt that 
a landfill site in Stoney Creek should only serve Stoney Creek. 
However, 17% felt that such a site should serve a part of the 
Region im addition torStoney Creek, while another 10.6% ‘felt 
that it should serve the entire Region. 
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8.0 ANCASTER PUBLIC MEETING 


8.1 The Development Pattern 
Sad), HOUSING Mis 
Question 


"A variety of housing types will be required in the future for the resi- 
dents of the Region. Should each municipality provide such a variety 
(including rental housing) to meet the needs of all age and income groups?" 


Results 


Over 74% of the respondents (Table D-1) were of the opinion 

that each municipality should provide a variety of housing types 
(including rental housing) to meet the needs in the future 

of all age and income groups. 


Question 


"Residential development in Ancaster is now 96% single family, 1% town- 
houses, and 3% apartments. What type of housing mix would you like to 
see in Ancaster in new residential areas? 

a. All single family 

b. Mostly single family and some townhouses 

c. Mostly single family, some townhouses, and some apartments 

d. An equal mix of single family, townhouses, and apartments 

e. Other" 


Results 
The highest percentage of respondents, 45.5%(Table D-2), would 
like future residential development in Ancaster to consist 
of mostly single family housing with some townhouse and some 
apartment development. 
However, 28.8% of the respondents favored a future housing 
mix of mostly single family housing and some townhouses. An 
additional 13.6% favored the future building of all single 
family housing in Ancaster. 

8.1.2 The Preferred Regional Development Pattern 


Question 


"Which one of the following alternative Regional development patterns do 
you like the best?" 


Results 


As indicated in Table D-3, the South Central Alternative was 


the preferred alternative by the highest percentage of Ancaster 
respondents (30.3%). The South Decentralized Alternative was 
preferred by the next highest percentage (13.6%) followed by 

the Western Alternative which was favored by 12.13. int agdition, 
10.6% of the Ancaster respondents chose the Conglomerate 
Alternative. 


One must note that 9.1% of the Ancaster respondents did not 
like any of the seven Alternative Regional Development Patterns. 
In addition, some respondents appeared undecided about their 
choice, as reflected in the 9.1% "no response" to the question. 


8.2 Development in the Rural Area 
8.2.1 Rural Settlement Development 
Question 


"To minimize the adverse impacts of development on the natural resources 
and reduce the need for additional services and facilities, it is proposed 
that future residential development in the Rural Area of the Region be 
located mainly in existing settlement areas that have good potential for 
expansion. Do you agree?" 


Results 


Over 83% of the respondents (Table D-4) agreed that, in the 
Rural Area future residential development should be located 
mainly in existing settlement areas that have good potential 
for expansion. 


8.2.2 Land Severances 
Question 


"Do you agree that, in the Rural Area, land severances for residential 

purposes should be allowed on the following basis: 

a. Discouraged in prime agricultural areas and considered on the basis 
of restrictive severance policies for agricultural purposes only. 


b. Allowed in other than prime agricultural areas and considered on the 
basis of less restrictive severance policies." 


Results 


There appears to be some indecision regarding the issue of 
restricting land severances in prime agricultural areas. This 
indecision is reflected by the 22.7% "no response" to this part 
of the question. However, 68.2% of the respondents. (Table D-5) 
agreed that land severances should be restricted in prime 
agricultural areas, for agricultural purposes only. 
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There was also some indecision regarding the issue of 

having less restrictive land severance policies in other than 

prime agricultural areas. A high 31.8% did not respond to 
this part of the question. However, 53% of the respondents (Table D-6) 
agreed with allowing land severances in these areas on the 

basis of less restrictive severance policies. 


8.3 Ancaster 2001 Population 
Question 


"In 1971 the population of Ancaster was 15,200 people. Under the seven 
alternatives a range of 18,200 to 38,200 people is projected for Ancaster. 
How many people would you like to see living in Ancaster by the year 2001? 
Low -— 18,200 to 19,300 

Medium - 23,500 

High -— 33,200 to 38,200 

Other ‘i 


Results 


As shown in Table D-7, the highest percent of Ancaster respon- 
dents (42.4%) favored a moderate future population growth 

in Ancaster to 23,500 people by the year 2001. On the other 
hand, 37.9% of the respondents would like Ancaster to 

grow slowly to reach a population of between 18,200 to 19,300 
people by the year 2001. 


Relating the population projection for Ancaster to the seven 
Alternative Regional Development Patterns, the low projection 
figures of 18,200 to 19,300 are reflected in the Eastern, South 
Central, and Western Alternatives. The moderate population 
Growen figure of 23,500 refers to that under the C.0.L.U.C. 

and Conglomerate Alternatives. The high population projections 
of 33,200 to 38,200 which 15.2% of the Ancaster respondents 
favored, refer to those under the Trend and South Decentralized 
Alternatives. 


8.4 Ancaster 2001 Employment 
Question 


"In 1971 there were 2,000 jobs in Ancaster. Under the seven alternatives 
a range of 4,700 to 7,300 jobs is projected for Ancaster. How many jobs 
would you like to see in Ancaster by the year 2001? 

Low - 4,700 to 4,900 

Medium - 6,000 to 6,200 


High - 7,300 
Other u 
Results 


Nearly equal percentages of Ancaster respondents (Table D-8) 


chose the low year 2001 employment projection of 4,700 to 
4,900 jobs for Ancaster (39.4%) and the medium projection 
of 6,000 to 6,200 jobs (34.8%). The high employment projec- 
tion of 7,300 jobs was chosen by 18.2% of the respondents. 


Relating these employment projections to the seven Alternative 
Regional Development Patterns, the low projection figures 

of 4,700 to 4,900 jobs are those allocated to Ancaster under 
the Eastern, C.0O.L.U.C., and South Central Alternatives. The 
medium projection figures of 6,000 to 6,200 jobs were given 

to Ancaster under the Trend, Western, and Conglomerate Alter- 
natives, while the South Decentralized Alternative used the 
high year 2001 employment projection of 7,300 jobs for Ancaster. 


8.5 Industrial Development 
Question 


"Are you in favor of having some of the future industrial land required 
in the Region located in Ancaster?" 


Results 


As indicated in Table D-9, 94% of the Ancaster respondents 
were in favor of having some of the future industrial land 
required in the Region located in Ancaster. Many respondents 
would like to see this industrial development located in the 
area of Highways #2 and #53. 


8.6 Retail-Office Centres 
Question 


"Downtown Hamilton will continue to be the prime Regional centre provid- 
ing the major retail-office employment. Do you feel an attempt should 
be made to decentralize some of the future retail and office employment 
growth to other centres in the Region?" 


Results 


Over 54% of the respondents (Table D-10) were of the opinion 
that an attempt should be made to decentralize some of the 
future retail-office employment growth to centres other than 
Downtown Hamilton. 


Some respondents would like to see retail-office centres 
established in all of the area municipalities. Some felt that 
such a centre should be located in Ancaster. Others would 
like to see a centre located on Hamilton Mountain. 


However, approximately 26% of the respondents disagreed with 
the concept of decentralizing retail-office employment growth. 
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Some respondents felt that the Region needs a vital downtown 
core to attract such growth and that decentralization might 
weaken Downtown Hamilton's position as the regional centre. 


8.7 Acceptable Loss of Prime Agricultural Land 
Question 


"All seven alternative development patterns will use up some prime agri- 
cultural land for future urban development. Would you agree that the 
loss of up to 9,000 acres or 5% of all prime agricultural land in the 
Region is acceptable? 


If no, what loss is acceptable?" 
Results 


Tne, loss of wp rton9 ,000 wacres, or Strof all prime dgricultural 
land in the Region due to future urban development was consider- 
ed acceptable by approximately 44% of the Ancaster respondents 
(Table D-11). 


Some respondents (13.7%) who felt such a loss is unacceptable 
were more in favor of a loss of 4,000 acres. However, the high 
21.2% "no response" to this question suggests that many respon- 
dents were undecided on this issues. 


8.8 Amount of Fruit Belt to be Preserved 
Question 


"Part of the Niagara Fruit Belt is located in the Town of Stoney Creek, 
east of Fruitland Road between the Escarpment and the Queen Elizabeth 
Way. It is an important tender fruit producing area and is the only one 
of its kind in the Region. How much of the Fruit Belt do you feel should 
be preserved for fruit growing?" 


Results 


As shown in Table D-12, 53% of the respondents would like to 
see all of the Fruit Belt area preserved for fruit growing. 
An additional 27.3% would like to see most of the Fruit Belt 
area preserved for fruit growing with some development being 
allowed. However, it would appear that some respondents were 
undecided about this issue since 16.7% did not answer this 
question. 


8.9 Regional Costs ; 
Question 


"The Region will incur capital costs for sewer, solid waste disposal, 
and transportation facilities to service the Preferred Regional Development 
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Pattern. The Trend Alternative is the cheapest alternative to service and 
will cost 274 million dollars. Compared to the Trend Alternative how much 
more in Regional costs are you willing to support to achieve the develop- 
ment pattern you prefer?” 


Results 


Over 19% of the respondents (Table D-13) stated they were not 
willing to support more Regional costs than that of the Trend 
Alternative which is the cheapest alternative to service. 

On the other hand, 43.9% indicated their willingness to support 
between 5% and 20% more in Regional costs, with most of these 
respondents selecting 5% to 10% more. 


However, some indecision about this issue is evident from the 
high 30.3% who did not respond to this question. 


8.10 Location of Expanded Airport 
Question 


"If an expanded airport facility was to be recommended for this area, 
where do you feel it should be located? 

At the present site at Mount Hope 

At another site in the Region 

At a site nearby the Region 

Other = 


Results 


The question of where to locate an expanded airport, if such 
a facility is to be recommended for the Hamilton-Wentworth 
area, received a mixed response. 


As indicated in Table D-14, 50% of respondents favored locating 
an expanded airport at the present airport site, at Mount Hope. 
However, the remainder of respondents had mixed feelings about 
thisevesne,, witni2i.2s) not responding to this question at ail 
and 18.2% selecting the "other" location category. Some of 
these respondents were of the opinion that an expanded airport 
was not needed. 


Salil Landfill Sites 
8.11.1 Locating A Landfill Site in Ancaster 
Question 
"Approximately 2,000 tons of solid waste are being produced each day in 
Hamilton-Wentworth. The existing Regional landfill sites will be filled 


to capacity within approximately two years so that a long-range solid 
waste disposal plan needs to be formulated. Such a plan would establish 
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new landfill sites at locations having the least negative impact on the 
environment. 


If such a landfill site(s) was identified in this municipality, would you 
agree to having it located here? 


if not, why not? 
Results 


Response to the issue of locating a landfill site in Ancaster 
was mixed. As shown in Table D-15, 39.4% of the Ancaster 
respondents agreed with having a landfill site located in 
Ancaster, while 37.9% disagreed with such a proposal and an 
additional 22.7% did not answer the question. 


Among those who disagreed with having a landfill site in 
Ancaster, many felt that there must be alternative ways 

to dispose of solid wastes.Some respondents were concerned with 
Ether pollution that might result from such a site. 


8.11.2 Service Area for Local Landfill Site 
Question 


"What area do you feel a landfill site in your municipality should serve? 
This municipality only 

This municipality and part of the Region 

All of the Region 

Other a 


Results 


As indicated in Table D-16, 51.5% of the respondents maintained 
that a landfill site in Ancaster should only serve Ancaster. 
There: was. ai .group Of respondents, 16.74, who Eelt that such 
Gitte could, serve .a Part or the, Region in addition, to Ancaster. 
There was also some indecision regarding the issue, as reflected 
by the 25.8% "no response" to this question. 


9.0 HAMILTON PUBLIC MEETINGS 


9.1 The Development Pattern 
921.1 The Housing Mix 


Question 


"A variety of housing types will be required in the future for the resi- 
dents of the Region. Should each municipality provide such a variety 
(including rental housing) to meet the needs of all age and income groups?" 


Results 


Of the 39 Hamilton respondents, 92% (Table E-1) were of the 
opinion that a variety of housing types, including rental 
accomodation should be provided in each area municipality 

in the future to meet the needs of all age and income groups 
in the Region. 


Question 


"Residential development in Hamilton is now 58% single family and doubles, 
10% townhouses, and 32% apartments. What type of housing mix would you 
like to see in Hamilton in new residential areas? 

All single family 

Mostly single family and some townhouses 

Mostly single family, some townhouses, and some apartments 

An equal mix of single family, townhouses, and apartments 

Other " 


Results 

As indicated in Table E-2, 41% of the respondents would like 
future residential development in Hamilton to be made up of 
mostly single family housing with some townhouse and apartment 
development. However, 15.4% preferred an equal mix of single 
family, townhouse, and apartment development for Hamilton. 


Another, 15.4% favored the future development of only single 
family housing an the City. 


9.1.2 Preferred Regional Development Pattern 
Question 


"Which one of the following alternative Regional development pat*erns do 
you like the best?" 


Results 


Three alternatives, namely the C.O.L.U.C. (20.5%), the South 
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Central (17.9%) and the South Decentralized (23.1%) were the 
preferred alternatives by most of the Hamilton respondents 
(Table E-3). However, some respondents appeared to be un- 
decided about their preference, as reflected by the 12.8% 
"no response" to this question. 


9.1.3 High Density Residential Corridors in Hamilton 
Question 


"Under the C.0.L.U.C. and South Central Alternatives, high density residen- 
tial corridors are proposed in some areas of Hamilton to encourage more 

use of public transit. Are you in favor of redevelopment in the following 

areas to accommodate a higher population density? 

On the Mountain along Upper James and Upper Wellington Streets (C.0O.L.U.C. 

and South Central) 

Along Main and King Streets between Downtown and Highway 403 (C.O.L. 
Along Main Street West between Highway 8 and the City limits (C.0O.L 


Results 


Response wasS mixed to the concept of redeveloping some areas 
in, the City of Haniilton anto, high density residential corridors, 
as indicated in Table E-4. 


A nearly equal percentage of Hamilton respondents (48.7%) 
were in favor of establishing a high density residential corri- 
dor on Hamilton Mountain, along Upper James and Upper Wellington 
Streets, as those who were opposed to the proposal (41%). 


A similar response was received to the proposal of establishing 
a high density residential corridor along Main and King Streets, 
between Downtown Hamilton and Highway 403. While 46.7% were 

in favor of such a proposal, 33.3% disagreed and the remaining 
20.5% did not give a reply. 


A mixed response was also given to the proposal of establishing 
such a corridor along Main Street West, between Highway 8 and 
the City limits. The response to this proposal was inconclusive, 
With 43.6%.0f the respondents favoring it, 35.9% opposing if, 
andic0.ose now statingatheir position. 


9.2 Development in the Rural Area 
9.2.1 Rural Settlement Development 
Question 
"To minimize the adverse impacts of development on the naturai resources 
and reduce the need for additional services and facilities, it is proposed 
that future residential development in the Rural Area of the Region be 


located mainly in existing settlement areas that have good potential for 
expansion. Do you agree?" 


Results 


Over 87% of the Hamilton respondents (Table E-5) were of the 
opinion that future residential development in the Rural Area 
should be located mainly in existing settlement areas with 
good potential for expansion. 


9.2.2 Land Severances 
Question 


"Do you agree that, in the Rural Area, land severances for residential 
purposes should be allowed on the following basis: 

Discouraged in prime agricultural areas and considered on the basis of 
restrictive severance policies for agricultural purposes only 


Allowed in other than prime agricultural areas and considered on the basis 
of less restrictive severance policies!’ 


Results 


Approximately 80% of the respondents (Table E-6) agreed that 
land severances should be discouraged in prime agricultural 
areas and allowed on the basis of restrictive policies for 
agricultural purposes only. There was some indecision regarding 
this issue, with 15.4% of the respondents not stating their 
position. 


While 56.4% of the respondents (Table E-7) were in agreement 
with establishing less restrictive severance policies in other 
than prime agricultural areas, 23.1% disagreed with this 
proposal. The remaining 20.5% did not state their position. 


9.3 Hamilton ZO00l Population 
Question 


"In 1971 the population of Hamilton was 309,200 people. Under the seven 
alternatives a range of 355,000 to 395,000 people is projected for Hamilton. 
How many people would you like to see living in Hamilton by the year 2001? 
Low - 355,000 

Medium - 375,000 to 385,000 

High — 395,000 

Other 


Results 


A moderate future population growth for Hamilton, giving it 
375,000 to 385,000 people, and a high growth to 395,000 people 
by the year 2001 were favored by equal percentages, each with 
39.5% of the Hamilton respondents (Table E-8). The low popu- 
lation projection of 355,000 was favored by 20.5%. 
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Relating the population projections for Hamilton to the seven 
Alternative Regional Development Patterns, the low projection 
of 355,000 is reflected in the Eastern and Western Alternatives. 
The medium projection figures of 375,000 to 385,000 refer to 
those under the Trend, South Decentralized and Conglomerate 
Alternatives while the high projection figure of 395,000 is 
rerlected by the C.0.L.U.C. and South Central Alternatives. 


9.4 Hamilton 2001 Employment 
Question 


"In 1971 there were 138,500 jobs in Hamilton. Under the seven alternatives 
a range of 234,000 to 239,800 jobs is projected for Hamilton. How many 
jobs would you like to see in Hamilton by the year 2001? 

Low -— 234,000 to 235,000 

Medium - 236,500 

High — 238,700 to 239,800 

Other ” 


Results 


The highest percentage of Hamilton respondents, 51.3% (Table 
E-9) favored the high employment projection for the City of 
Hamilton of between 238,700 to 239,800 jobs by the year 2001. 
These employment figures are reflected in Trend, C.0O.L.U.C., 
and South Central Alternatives. 


The moderate employment growth figure of 236,500, which refers 
to the Western Alternative, was favored by 25.6% of the respon- 
dents. The low employment projection of 234,000 to 235,400 
jobs which refers to the Eastern, South Decentralized and 
Conglomerate Alternatives, was favored by 12.8% of the respon- 
dents. 


9.5 Industrial Development 
Question 


"Are you in favor of having some of the future industrial land required 
in the Region located in Hamilton?" 


Results 


As indicated in Table E-10, 87.2% of the Hamilton respondents 
favored locating some of the future industrial land required 

in the Region in Hamilton. Many of these respondents would 
like to see this industrial development located in the Hamilton 
Mountain Industrial Park. 


9.6 Retail-Office Centres 


Question 


"Downtown Hamilton will continue to be the prime Regional centre providing 
the major retail-office employment. Do you feel an attempt should be made 
to decentralize some of the future retail and office employment growth 

to other centres in the Region?" 


Results 


Over 61% of the respondents (Table E-1l1) were of the opinion 
that an attempt should be made to decentralize some of the 
future retail-office employment growth to centres other than 
Downtown Hamilton. Many respondents would like to see some 

of this growth directed to the Hamilton Mountain. Others feel 
that each municipality should receive some of the retail-office 
employment growth. 


However, 35.9% of the respondents were opposed to decentraliz- 
ing some of this growth away from Downtown Hamilton. Various 
reasons were given for this position but they were inconclusive. 


9.7 Acceptable Loss of Prime Agricultural Land 
Question 


"All seven alternative development patterns will use up some prime agri- 
cultural land for future urban development. Would you agree that the loss 
of up to 9,000 acres or 5% of all prime agricultural land in the Region 

is acceptable? 


If no, what loss is acceptable?" 
Results 


Over 33% of the Hamilton respondents (Table E-12) were of the 
Ooinion that. the loss of up to 9,000 acres or 5% of all. prime 
agricultural land in the Region due to future urban development 
was acceptable. 


However, 59% regarded this loss as unacceptable, with over 
15% maintaining that as little prime agricultural land as 
possible should be lost to future urbanization. 


9.8 Amount of the Fruit Belt to be Preserved 
Question 


"Part of the Niagara Fruit Belt is located in the Town of Stoney Creek, 
east of Fruitland Road between the Escarpment and the Queen Elizabeth 
Way. It is an important tender fruit producing area and is the only one 
of its kind in the Region. How much of the Fruit Belt do you feel should 
be preserved for fruit growing?" 
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Results 


Over 64.1% of the Hamilton respondents (Table E-13) wanted 
all of the Fruit Belt area preserved for fruit growing. An 
additional 33.3% would like to see most of the Fruit Belt 
preserved for fruit growing, with some development being 
allowed. 


9.9 Regional Costs 
Question 


"The Region will incur capital costs for sewer, solid waste disposal, and 
transportation facilities to service the Preferred Regional Development 
Pattern. The Trend Alternative is the cheapest alternative to service and 
will cost 274 million dollars. Compared to the Trend Alternative how much 
more in Regional costs are you willing to support to achieve the develop- 
ment pattern you prefer?" 


Results 


As Table E-14 indicated, 23.1% of the Hamilton respondents 
stated they were unwilling to support more Regional costs 
than that cf the Trend Alternative ($274 million), which is 
the cheapest alternative of the seven alternatives to service. 
However, 23.1% stated they were willing to support 5% more_in 
Regional costs than those of the Trend Alternative to achieve 
the development pattern they prefer. An additional 17.9% 
indicated their willingness to support 10% more in Regional 
costs. 


However, some indecision about this issue is evident as reflect- 
ed by the 15.4% "no response" to this question. 


9210. Location of Expanded Airport 
Question 


"Tf an expanded airport facility was to be recommended for this area, where 
do you feel it should be located? 

At the present site at Mount Hope 

At another site in the Region 

At a site nearby the Region 

Other . 


Results 


AS Table E-15 indicated, 64.1% of the respondents felt that if 
an expanded airport is to be recommended for the Hamilton- 
Wentworth area, it should be located at the present airport 
site at Mount Hope. A few respondents were of the opinion that 
no airport expansion is needed. 


9.11 Landfill Sites 


OR eek: Locating A Landfill Site in Hamilton 
Question 


"Approximately 2,000 tons of solid waste are being produced each day in 
Hamilton-Wentworth. The existing Regional landfill sites will be filled 
to capacity within approximately two years so that a long-range solid waste 
disposal plan needs to be formulated. Such a plan would establish new land- 
fill sites at locations having the least negative impact on the environment. 


If such a landfill site(s) was identified in this municipality, would 
you agree to having it located here? 


If no, why not?” 
Results 


Over 64% of the Hamilton respondents (Table E-16) agreed with 
Haven tandtil? Site located in the City of Hamilton. 
However, 25.6% disagreed with such a proposal but did not give 
specific reasons for their disagreement. 


Oo. 1.2 Service Area’ for Local Landfill Site 
Question 


"What area do you feel a landfill site in your municipality should serve? 
This municipality only 

This municipality and part of the Region 

All of the Region 

Other i 


Results 


As shown in Table E-17, response to the issue of what area 
Of the Region a landfill site in Hamilton should serve, was 
mixed. While 30.8% of the responses favored having a local 
landfill site Serve Hamilton only, another 25.6% felt it should 
serve part of the Region in addition to Hamilton. Another 
28.2% felt that such a site should serve the entire Region. 
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10.0 FLAMBOROUGH PUBLIC MEETINGS 


10.1 The Development Pattern 


LO Ene Housing Mix 


Question 


"A variety of housing types will be required in the future for the resi- 
dents of the Region. Should each municipality provide such a variety 
(including rental housing) to meet the needs of all age and income groups?" 


Results 


Over 71% of the Flamborough respondents (Table F-1) were of 
the opinion that each municipality should provide a variety 
of housing types in the future including rental housing to 
meet the needs of all age and income groups in the Region. 


Question 


"Residential development in Flamborough is now 84% single family and 
doubles, 1% townhouses and 15% apartments. What type of housing mix 
would you like to see in Flamborough in new residential areas? 

All single family 

Mostly single family and some townhouses 

Mostly single family, some townhouses, and some apartments 

An equal mix of single family, townhouses, and apartments 

Other" 


Results 


As indicated in Table F-2, the response was mixed to the 
question dealing with type of future housing mix favored for 
Flamborough. While 21.9% of the respondents favored the 
development of all single family housing, 31.6% would like 

to see mostly single family housing and some townhouse develop- 
ment in Flamborough. On the other hand, 29.3% of the respon- 
dents showed a preference for mostly single family housing 

with some of both townhouse and apartment development. 


10.1.2 The Preferred Regional Development Pattern 
Question 


"Which one of the following alternative Regional development patterns do 
you like the best?" 


Results 


The Conglomerate Alternative was the Alternative Regional 
Development Pattern preferred by the highest percent of the 


Flamborough respondents, 19.5% (Table F-3). The Western Alter- 
native followed, with 16.1% of the respondents indicating their 
prererence for it. In addition. the South Central and C.0.L.0.C. 
Alternatives were chosen as a preferred alternative by 11.5% and 
10.9% of the respondents respectively. 


One must note that 12.1% of the respondents did not prefer any 
of the alternatives and an additional 12.7% did not respond 
to the question at all. 


10.1.3 Agreement with Proposed Flamborough Official Plan 
Question 


"Do you agree with the development pattern that the Local Offical Plan 
is proposing for Flamborough? 


If no, what pattern do you suggest?" 
Results 


Over 44% of the Flamborough respondents (Table F-4) agreed 

with the development pattern that is proposed by the Official 
Plan for Flamborough. However, 35%.1% disagreed with the 
proposal and the remaining 20.1% did not take a position regard- 
ing this proposal. 


Among those who disagreed with the proposed development pattern 
for Flamborough, many made suggestions regarding what pattern they 
would like to see. These suggestions have been forwarded to 
Flamborough's planning consultants. 


Question 

"Do you agree with the provision of Waterdown as a heritage village? 

if no,. why not?” 

Results 

Over 74% of the Flamborough respondents (Table F-5) agreed 
with the proposal to make Waterdown a heritage village. 
However, disagreement with the proposal was shown by 14.9% 

of the respondents, with some giving reasons for their dis- 
agreement. Their comments have been fowarded to Flamborough's 


planning consultants. 


Moreover, some respondents appeared to be undecided about this 
issue, as reflected by the 10.9% "no response" to this question. 


10.2 Development in the Rural Area 
10.2.1 Rural Settlement Development 
Question 


"To minimize the adverse impacts of development on the natural resources 
and reduce the need for additional services and facilities, it is proposed 
that future residential development in the Rural Area be located mainly 

in existing settlement areas that have good potential for expansion. Do 
you agree?" 


Results 


As Table F-6 indicated, 73.6% of the Flamborough respondents 
were of the opinion that future residential development in the 
Rural Area should be located mainly in existing settlement 
areas that have good potential for expansion. 


10.2.2 Land Severances 
Question 


"On what basis should land severances for residential purposes be allowed 
on prime agricultural land? (Choose one) 

for agricultural purposes only 

for farm retirement and sons and daughters of farmers 

Other 


Do you agree that land severances for residential purposes should be allowed 
in other than prime agricultural areas on the basis of less restrictive 
severances policies?" 


Results 


The highest percent of Flamborough respondents, 53.5% (Table 
F-7) were of the opinion that residential land severances on 
prime agricultural land should be allowed for farm retirement, 
and sons and daughters of farmers. However, 21.3% felt that 
residential land severances in such areas should be permitted 
for agricultural purposes only. There was a group of respon- 
dents (19.5%) who felt that residential severances in such areas 
should be allowed for other purposes than agricultural, farm 
retirement, and sons and daughters of farmers. 


As Table F-8 indicated, over 79% of the Flamborough respondents 
agreed that residential land severances in other than prime 
agricultural areas should be allowed on the basis of less 
restrictive severance policies. 


One (ee 
10.3 Flamborough 2001 Population 


Question 


"In 1971 the population of Flamborough was 21,000 people. Under the 
Regional alternatives and the Draft Local Official Plan, there is a range 
of 26,100 to 91,000 people projected for Flamborough. How many people 
would you like to see living in Flamborough by the year 2001? 

Low -— 26,100 to 32,000 

Medium - 45,000 

High - 91,000 

Other i 


Results 


A low population projection for Flamborough of 26,100 to 32,000 
people by the year 2001 was favored by the highest percent 

of the Flamborough respondents, namely 43.1% (Table F-9). On 
the other hand, 39.7% favored a moderate population growth 

to 45,000 people, while 13.2% favored a high population of 
91,000 people for Flamborough by the year 2001. 


Relating the population projections for Flamborough to the 
seven Alternative Regional Development Patterns, the low 
projection figures of 26,100 to 32,000 are reflected by the 
rend, Wastern, C.O.L.U36C., South Central, South Decentralized 
and Conglomerate Alternatives. The Western Alternative, on 
the other hand, has allocated the high projection of 91,000 
people to Flamborough. The medium population projection of 
45,000 has been identified under the proposed Local Offical 
Plan. 


10.4 Flamborough 2001 Employment 
Question 


"In 1971 there were 3,400 jobs in Flamborough. Under the Regional alterna- 
tives and the Draft Local Official Plan, there is a range of 5,800 to 17,300 
jobs projected for Flamborough for the year 2001. How many jobs would 

you like to see in Flamborough by the year 2001? 

Low = 55/00 tor 7,000 

Medium —- 10,400 

High - 17,300 

Other 


Results 


The medium year 2001 employment projection of 10,400 jobs for 
Flamborough was favored by the highest number of Flamborough 
respondents, 43.7% (Table F-10). However, 36.2% of the respon- 
dents favored a low projection of 5,700 to 7,000 jobs while 

14° 9% “favored the high projection of 17,300 jobs for Flamborough 
by the year 2001. 


Relating these employment projections for Flamborough to the 
seven Alternative Regional Development Patterns, the low projec- 
tion tidures ot 5,700 to 7,000 jobs are those allocated to Flamborough 


mi ite 


by tne irend, Bastern, C.O.L.U.C., South Central, South De- 
centralized, and Conglomerate Alternatives. The Western 
Alternatives, on the other hand, has allocated the high pro- 
jection of 17,300 jobs to Flamborough. The proposed Local 
Official Plan identified a figure of 10,400 jobs for Flamborough, 
giving it a medium employment growth compared to the Regional 
Alternatives. 


10.5 Industrial Development 
Question 


"Are you in favor of having some of the future industrial land required 
in the Region located in Flamborough?" 


Results 


Over 77% of the respondents (Table F-11) favored locating some 
of the future industrial land required in the Region in Flam- 
borough. 


Many respondents would like the industrial development in 
Flamborough located along and at the junction of Highways 

#5 and #6. Some stressed that it should be located on poor 
agricultural or non-agricultural lands, while others suggested 
it be located near main roads and services. 


There were some respondents who felt such development in 
Flamborough should be located along the CPR tracks, while 
others would like it located in the Waterdown area. A number 
of respondents supported the location of the industrial land 
as identified in the proposed Local Official Plan. 


Most respondents who commented on what type of industrial 
development they would like to see in Flamborough favored 
light, non-polluting industries. 


There was 14.9% of the respondents who did not want industrial 
development in Flamborough. Some of these people felt that 
Flamborough should be kept rural. Others were concerned with 
the lack of available services for this type of development. 


10.6 Retail-Office Centres 
Question 
"Downtown Hamilton will continue to be the prime Regional centre provid- 
ing the major retail-office employment. Do you feel an attempt should be 


made to decentralize some of the future retail and office employment 
growth to other centres in the Region?" 
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Results 


As indicated in Table F-12, 49.4% of the respondents were of 
the opinion that an attempt should be made to decentralize 
some of the future retail-office employment growth to centres 
other than Downtown Hamilton. 


Many respondents suggested that centres should be established 
throughout the Region, in all the area municipalities. Many 

felt that some of the retail-office employment growth in the 
Region should be directed to Flamborough and particularly to 
Waterdown. A few people suggested that centres be established 

in suburban and rural areas where workers live. A suggestion 

was made that such centres be established in industrial parks. 

A general comment made was that such centres should be establish- 
ed wherever they can reasonably locate and where people can 
Support them. 


However, 29.9% of the Flamborough respondents were opposed to 
the decentralization of retail-office employment away from 
Downtown Hamilton. The remaining 20.7% were undecided about 
this issue. Among those respondents who were opposed to the 
decentralization, some felt that centralization was more eco- 
Nomically e€fricient. Others felt that decentralized growth 
encourages urban sprawl. There were some respondents who felt 
that it is more attractive for potential offices to be located 
in'the Downtown Hamilton area where there is an established 
business centre. 


10.7 Acceptable Loss of Prime Agricultural Land 
Question 


"All seven alternative development patterns will use up some prime agri- 
cultural land for future urban development. Would you agree that the loss 
of up to 9,000 acres cr 5% of all prime agricultural land in the Region is 
acceptable? 


If no, what loss is acceptable?" 
Results 


ADerOxiMately 53% Of Che Flamborough respondents (Table F-13) 
were of the opinion that the loss of up to 9,000 acres or 5% 

of all prime agricultural land in the Region for future urban 
development was acceptable. 


However, 35.6% regarded this loss as unacceptable, with 5.73% 
maintaining that a loss of up to 4,000 acres would be more 
acceptable. As well, 3.4% felt that as little prime agricul- 
tural land as possible should be lost, while 5.2% felt that no 
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prime agricultural land should be lost to future urban develop- 
ment. 


There was some indecision, however, regarding what loss of 
prime agricultural land is acceptable, as indicated by the 12.13 
"no response" to this question. 


10.8 Amount of the Fruit Belt to be Preserved 
Question 


"Part of the Niagara Fruit Belt is located in the Town of Stoney Creek, 
east of Fruitland Road between the Escarpment and the Queen Elizabeth 
Way. It is an important tender fruit producing area and is the only one 
of its kind in the Region. How much of the Fruit Belt do you feel should 
be preserved for fruit growing?" 


Results 


As shown in Table F-14, approximately 60% of the respondents 
felt that all of the Fruit Belt should be preserved for fruit 
growing. An additional 25.3% would like to see most of the 
Fruit Belt preserved for fruit growing, with some development 
being allowed. 


10.9 Regional Costs 
Question 


"The Region will incur capital costs for sewer, solid waste disposal, and 
transportation facilities to service the Preferred Regional Development 
Pattern. The Trend Alternative is the cheapest alternative to service 
and will cost 274 million dollars. Compared to the Trend Alternative how 
much more in Regional costs are you willing to support to achieve the 
development pattern you prefer?" 


Results 


Approximately 29% of the Flamborough respondents (Table F-15) 
indicated that they were unwilling to support more Regional 

costs than that of the Trend Alternative ($274 million) which 
is the cheapest alternative of the seven alternatives to service. 


However, 46% stated that to achieve the development pattern they 
prefer, they would be willing to support more in Regional costs 
than those of the Trend Alternative. Most of these people are 
willing to support between 5% and 10% more in Regional costs. 


Nonetheless, some indecision about this issue is evident as 
reflected by the 20.1% "no response" to the question. 


10.10 Location of Expanded Airport 


Question 


"If an expanded airport facility was to be recommended for this area, where 
do you feel it should be located? 

At the present site at Mount Hope 

At another site in the Region 

At a site nearby the Region 

Other u 


Results 


As Table F-16 indicated, 76.4% of the respondents felt that 
if an expanded airport facility is to be recommended for the 
Hamilton-Wentworth area, it should be located at the present 
airport site at Mount Hope. However, there was some indeci- 
sion regarding this issue, with 12.1% not taking a positon on 
vig oy 


VO.t Lebandi id Sices 
LO; Lied Locating A Landfill Site an Flamborough 
Question 


"Approximately 2,000 tons of solid waste are being produced each day in 
Hamilton-Wentworth. The existing Regional landfill sites will be filled 
to capacity within approximately two years so that a long-range solid 
waste disposal plan needs to be formulated. Such a plan would establish 
new landfill sites at locations having the least negative impact on the 
environment. 


If such a landfill site(s) was identified in this municipality, would you 
agree to having it located here? If no, why not?" 


Results 

While 50% of the respondents (Table F-17) agreed with having 
a landfill site located in Flamborough, 28.2% disagreed with 
such a proposal and the remaining 21.8% did not respond to 
this question. 

Among those who disagreed with having a landfill site located 
in Flamborough, many were of the opinion that alternatives 


to landfill as a method of solid waste disposal should be 
utalized. 


10.11.2 Service Area for Local Landfill SLte 
Question 


"What area do you feel a landfill site in your municipality should serve? 


This municipality only. 

This municipality and part of the Region 
All of the Region 

Other : 


Results 


As indicated in Table F-18, 54% of the Flamborough respondents 
felt that a landfill site in Flamborough should serve Flamborough 
only. Another 20.1%, on the other hand, felt that such a 
landfill site should serve part of the Region in addition 

to Flamborough. 


However, there appears to be some indecision regarding this 
issue as reflected by the 19% "no response" to the question. 
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APPENDIX A 


TABULAR RESULTS OF GLANBROOK QUESTIONNAIRE 


A. The Development Pattern 


TABLE A-1 


PROVISION OF HOUSING VARIETY IN EACH MUNICIPALITY 


YES 


NO 


NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


100 ps 

34 24. 

7 5 

lal EOOR 
TABLE A=2 


TYPE OF FUTURE HOUSING MIX FAVOURED FOR GLANBROOK 


ALL SINGLE FAMILY 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY & 
SOME TOWNHOUSES 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY, 
SOME TOWNHOUSES & SOME 
APARTMENTS 

AN EQUAL MIX OF SINGLE 
FAMILY, TOWNHOUSES & 
APARTMENTS 

OTHER 

NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


50 Shoes 
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141 LOO 


9% 
1% 
. 0% 


0% 


5% 


2% 
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6% 
.5% 
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ea ie 
TABLE A-3 


PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN 


TREND 6 4.3% 
EASTERN é 3 5% 
le © eae ines fe le 10 74 te 
SOUTH CENTRAL 14 9.9% 
SOUTH DECENTRALIZED 6 4.3% 
WESTERN 9 6. 4% 
CONGLOMERATE 57 40.4% 
NONE sal 7.8% 
NO RESPONSE 23 16.3% 
TOTAL 141 100.0% 
TABLE A-4 


AGREEMENT WITH PROPOSED GLANBROOK LOCAL OFFICIAL PLAN 


YES 78 55.4% 
NO 36 25. 57% 
NO RESPONSE ea 19.1% 
TOTAL 141 100.0% 


B. Development in the Rural Area 
TABLE A-5 


RURAL SETTLEMENT DEVELOPMENT 


AGREE 102 720 
DISAGREE 19 PS 5575 
NO RESPONSE 20 14.2% 


TOTAL Lay: 100.0% 


RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE 


DISAGREE 


NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


LESS RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN OTHER THAN 


AGREE 
DISAGREE 
NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


Ce Population 


LOW (15,000) 
MEDIUM (20,000) 
HIGH (22,000) 
OTHER 

NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 
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IBY Employment 
TABLE A-9 


2001 GLANBROOK EMPLOYMENT 


LOW (3,000 to 5,000) 35 
MEDIUM (7,000 to 9,000) 52 
HIGH. (10, 000° to: 11,000) 32 
OTHER 8 
NO RESPONSE 14 
TOTAL 141 


une Industrial Development 


TABLE A-10 


LOCATION OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT IN GLANBROOK 


YES a2 
NO 10 
NO RESPONSE 10 
TOTAL 141 


F. Retail-Office Centres 


TABLE A-11 


DECENTRALIZATION OF RETAIL-OFFICE CENTRES 


YES 68 
NO 47 
NO RESPONSE 26 


TOTAL 141 
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TABLE A-12 


ACCEPTABLE LOSS OF PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND 


YES 82 58. 
NONE fe) 0 
1,000 OR LESS ai 

UP. TO.2,,000 2 ie 
UPTO 3,000 9) Gy 
UP TO 4,000 4 2 
UP TO 5,000 5 co 
UP TO 6,000 if 

UP TO 7000 1 

UP TO 8,000 . ) oe 
AS LITTLE AS POSSIBLE 5 ce 
UNSPECIFIED NO 19 13 
NO RESPONSE ofa 14. 
TOTAL 141 100. 


H. The Fruit Belt 


TABLE A-13 


AMOUNT OF FRUITBELT TO BE PRESERVED 


ALL 68 48. 
MOST 46 32 
SOME avai as 
NONE e) QO. 
NO RESPONSE 16 Eas 


TOTAL 141 1G0.. 
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WILLINGNESS TO SUPPORT MORE REGIONAL COSTS THAN 


COSTS OF TREND ALTERNATIVE ($274 MILLION) 


NO MORE 

5% MORE 

10% MORE 
15% MORE 
20% MORE 
OTHER 

NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 
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LOCATION OF EXPANDED AIRPORT 


PRESENT SITE AT MOUNT HOPE 
ANOTHER SITE IN REGION 
SITE NEAR REGION 

OTHER 

NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 
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KR, Landfill Sites 


TABLE A-16 


AGREEMENT WITH LOCATING LANDFILL SITE IN LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 


YES 39 py Rakes 

NO 78 55.3% 

NO RESPONSE 24 L7 20% 

TOTAL TAL 100.0% 
TABLE A-17 


SERVICE AREA FOR LOCAL LANDFILL SITE 


LOCAL MUNICIPALITY ONLY BZ 36.9% 
LOCAL MUNICIPALITY & 

PART OF THE REGION 2 36.9% 
ENTIRE REGION | 5.0% 
OTHER 4 2. 8% 
NO RESPONSE 26 18.4% 


TOTAL 141 100.0% 
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TABULAR RESULTS OF DUNDAS QUESTIONNAIRE 


pane The Development Pattern 


TABLE B-1 


PROVISION OF HOUSING MIX IN EACH MUNICIPALITY 


YES 34 72 

NO 8 sr 

NO RESPONSE 5 LO. 

TOTAL 47 LOO. 
TABLE B-2 


TYPE OF HOUSING MIX FAVOURED FOR DUNDAS 


ALL SINGLE FAMILY 6 ba 
MOST SINGLE FAMILY & 

SOME TOWNHOUSES 9 LS. 
MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY, 

SOME TOWNHOUSES & SOME 17 Eley 
APARTMENTS 


AN EQUAL MIX OF SINGLE 
FAMILY, TOWNHOUSES & 


APARTMENTS 2) i RS 
OTHER 3 Ss 
NO RESPONSE 3 ne 


TOTAL 47 LOO. 
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TABLE 


B- 3 


PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN 


TREND 2 
EASTERN 3 
Maa eG ie 
SOUTH CENTRAL 6 
SOUTH DECENTRALIZED 12 
WESTERN 3 
CONGLOMERATE i 
NONE 2 
NO RESPONSE 7 
TOTAL ie 
B. Development In The Rural. Area 


4.3% 
6.4% 
23.4% 
12272 
en. 576 
6.4% 
2.1% 
4.3% 
14.9% 


100. 0% 


TABLE 


RURAL SETTLEMENT 


AGREE 37 
DISAGREE 3 
NO RESPONSE 7 
TOTAL a7 


B-4 
DEVELOPMENT 


78.7% 
6.4% 
14.9% 


100.0% 


TABLE 


RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES 


AGREE 32 
DISAGREE 3 
NO RESPONSE 12 
TOTAL a7 


B-5 

IN PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 
68.1% 
6.4% 


25e57 


100.0% 
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TABLE B-6 


LESS RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN OTHER THAN 
PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE 22 46 . 8% 
DISAGREE 13 27.7 
NO RESPONSE 12 25.5% 
TOTAL 47 100.0% 


Cs Population 


TABLE B-7 


2001 DUNDAS POPULATION PROJECTION (21,000) 


ACCEPTABLE 29 61.7% 
TO HIGH ) 0.0% 
TO LOW 1 2.0% 
UNDECIDED 2 4.3% 
LESS THAN 18,600 2 4.3% 
18,600 3 6.4% 
19,000 TO 21,000 3 6.4% 
257000 2 4.3% 
26,000 TO 30,000 3 6.4% 
NO RESPONSE 2 4.3% 


TOTAL 47 100.0% 


oe Employment 
TABLE B-8 


2001 DUNDAS EMPLOYMENT PROJECTION (6,500) 


ACCEPTABLE 27 57 
TOO HIGH if 2 
TOO LOW 1 2 
UNDECIDED 4 8. 
4,600 OR LESS 3 6. 
5,000 TO 5,999 3 6 
6,000 TO 6,999 2 A. 
7,000 TO 74999 2 A. 
8,000 to 9,000 mh | ip 
NO RESPONSE 3 6. 
TOTAL AT 100. 


ie Industrial Development 


TABLE B-9 


LOCATION OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT IN DUNDAS 


YES ay 36. 
NO 26 55:4 
NO RESPONSE 4 Sa 


TOTAL 47 LOO; 
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DECENTRALIZATION OF RETAIL-OFFICE 
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H. The Fruitbelt 


TABLE B-12 


AMOUNT OF FRUITBELT TO BE PRESERVED 


ALL 22 68.1% 
MOST a2 295% 
SOME 1 221% 
NONE 6) 0.0% 
NO RESPONSE 2 4. 3% 
TOTAL 47 100.0% 
I. Costs 
TABLE, B= 13 
WILLINGNESS TO SUPPORT MORE REGIONAL COSTS THAN 
COSTS OF TREND ALTERNATIVE ($274 MILLION) 

NO MORE 10 24.3% 
5% MORE 7 14.9% 
10% MORE 12 25.5% 
15% MORE ) 0.0% 
20% MORE 3 6.4% 
OTHER 6 12.8% 
NO RESPONSE 9 19.1% 
TOTAL a7 100.0% 


J. ALY port 


TABLE B-14 


LOCATION OF EXPANDED AIRPORT 


PRESENT SITE AT MOUNT HOPE ati 66.0% 
ANOTHER SITE IN REGION 0 0.0% 
SITE NEAR REGION 3 6. 4% 
OTHER 7 14.9% 
NO RESPONSE 6 12.7% 
TOTAL 47 100.0% 


K. Landfill Sites 


TABLE B-15 


AGREEMENT WITH LOCATING LANDFILL SITE IN LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 


YES 23 48.9% 
NO 18 33 37 
NO RESPONSE 6 12.8% 
TOTAL A7 100.0% 
TABLE B-16 
SERVICE AREA FOR LOCAL LANDFILL SITE 

LOCAL MUNICIPALITY ONLY 17 36.2% 
LOCAL MUNICIPALITY & 

PART OF REGION 10 21.3% 
ENTIRE REGION 3 6.4% 
OTHER 6 12.8% 
NO RESPONSE a 23.3% 


TOTAL 47 100.0% 
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Ae The Development Pattern 


TABLE C-1 
PROVISION OF HOUSING VARIETY IN EACH MUNICIPALITY 


YES A2 89.3% 

NO 2 4.3% 

NO RESPONSE 3 6.4% 

TOTAL 47 100; 0% 
TABLE C.2 


TYPE OF FUTURE HOUSING MIX FAVOURED FOR STONEY CREEK 


ALL SINGLE FAMILY “y 14.9% 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY & 
SOME TOWNHOUSES A 8.5% 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY, 
SOME TOWNHOUSES & SOME 
APARTMENTS 19 40.4% 


AN EQUAL MIX OF SINGLE 
FAMILY, TOWNHOUSES & 


APARTMENTS 10 Os Wee 5 
OTHER 4 8.5% 
NO RESPONSE 3 6.4% 


TOTAL 47 100.0% 


=m 


TABLE C-3 


PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN 


TREND 6 12.8% 
EASTERN 22 46 . 8% 
CVOwGeULG Se 10.6% 
SOUTH CENTRAL 6 12.8% 
SOUTH DECENTRALIZED 3 6.4% 
WESTERN 1 ye by 
CONGLOMERATE ) 0.0% 
NONE 1 2.1% 
NO RESPONSE 3 6.4% 
TOTAL 47 100. 0% 


Be Development in the Rural Area 


TABLE C-4 


RURAL SETTLEMENT DEVELOPMENT 


AGREE 34 12.3% 

DISAGREE 4 8.5% 

NO RESPONSE 9 191% 

TOTAL ag LOG. Os 
TABLE C-5 


RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE 18 38.3% 
DISAGREE 15 31.9% 
NO RESPONSE 14 29.8% 


TOTAL 47 100.0% 


| 


LESS RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN OTHER THAN 
PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE 
DISAGREE 
NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


CL Population 


2001 STONEY CREEK POPULATION 


LOW (49,100) 

MEDIUM (70,100 to 76,500) 
HIGH Gi147000) 

OTHER 

NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


iD) Employment 


2001 STONEY CREEK EMPLOYMENT 


LOW (20,100 to 22,600) 
MEDIUM. (27,000 to 28,500) 
HIGH (36,000) 

OTHER 

NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 
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TABLE C-9 


LOCATION OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT IN STONEY CREEK 


YES 39 83.0% 
NO 7 14.9% 
NO RESPONSE te. Bide 
TOTAL a7 100.0% 


F. Retail-Office Centres 


TABLE C-10 


DECENTRALIZATION OF RETAIL-OFFICE CENTRES 


YES Deg | 57.5% 
NO 12 . 25.5% 
NO RESPONSE 8 17. 0% 
TOTAL ay 100.0% 
G. Agriculture 
TABLE C-l1l 
ACCEPTABLE LOSS OF PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND 

YES (9,000 ACRES) 32 68.1% 
NONE 2 4.3% 
1,000 OR: LESS Ty 2.4% 
Be 20-2, 000 ai 2. 1% 
UP TO 3-000 2 Ars te /3 
UP TO 4,000 @) 0.0% 
UP FO" 5,600 7 2.1% 
UP TO 6,000 @) 0.0% 
We TO 7 , O00 @) 0.0% 
UP TO 8,000 re) 0.0% 
AS LITTLE AS POSSIBLE @) 0.0% 
UNSPECIFIED NO 6 UMAR 1 
NO RESPONSE #) AL3% 
TOTAL AT 100.0% 


H. The Fruit Belt 


TABLE C-12 


AMOUNT OF FRUITBELT TO BE PRESERVED 


ALL Gl 23.4% 
MOST 1, 25 5% 
SOME Ly 23 4% 
NONE 10 pS NaS 5 
NO RESPONSE 3 6.4% 
TOTAL 47 100.0% 
I, Costs 


TABLE C-13 


WILLINGNESS TO SUPPORT MORE REGIONAL COSTS THAN 
COSTS OF TREND ALTERNATIVE ($274 MILLION) 


NO MORE 8 17.0% 
5% MORE 6 12.8% 
10% MORE 6 12.8% 
15% MORE 6 12.8% 
20% MORE 3 6.4% 
OTHER qi 14.9% 
NO RESPONSE igi 23.4% 


TOTAL 47 100.0% 


J. Airport 
TABLE C-14 
LOCATION OF EXPANDED AIRPORT 

PRESENT SITE AT MOUNT HOPE 37 

ANOTHER SITE IN REGION Ue. 

SITE NEAR REGION 3 

OTHER 3 

NO RESPONSE 3 

TOTAL 47 


K. tandtili Sites 


TABLE C-15 


78.7% 
2.1% 
6.4% 
6.4% 


6.4% 


100.0% 


AGREEMENT WITH LOCATING LANDFILL SITE IN LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 


YES 29 
NO 12 
NO RESPONSE 6 
TOTAL 47 


TABLE C-16 


SERVICE AREA FOR LOCAL LANDFILL SITE 


LOCAL MUNICIPALITY ONLY 25 
LOCAL MUNICIPALITY & 

PART OF THE REGION 8 
ENTIRE REGION 5 
OTHER 2 
NO RESPONSE 7 


TOTAL ary 
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A. ane Development Pattern 


TABLE D-1 


PROVISION OF HOUSING VARIETY IN EACH MUNICIPALITY 


YES 49 TA <2 

NO 12 132% 

NO RESPONSE 5 7.6% 

LOR ATS 66 100.0% 
TABLE D-2 


TYPE OF FUTURE HOUSING MIX FAVOURED FOR ANCASTER 


ALL SINGLE FAMILY 9 13.6% 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY & 
SOME TOWNHOUSES 19 28.8% 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY, 
SOME TOWNHOUSES & SOME 
APARTMENTS 30 45.5% 


AN EQUAL MIX OF SINGLE 
FAMILY, TOWNHOUSES & 


APARTMENTS 4 6.1% 
OTHER 3 4.5% 


NO RESPONSE 1 1S 


TOTAL 66 LAO. Os 
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TABLE D-3 


PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN 


TREND 3 4 
EASTERN 2 Sie 
Oras \., =) rf 
SOUTH CENTRAL 20 30). 
SOUTH DECENTRALIZED 9 LS 
WESTERN 8 LZ, 
CONGLOMERATE 4 10 
NONE 6 2 
NO RESPONSE 6 2. 
TOTAL 66 LOC. 


Be Development in the Rural Area 


TABLE D-4 


RURAL SETTLEMENT DEVELOPMENT 


AGREE 55 S35 

DISAGREE - TO. 

NO RESPONSE 4 6. 

TOTAL 66 LOVE 
TABLE D-5 


RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE 45 68 


DISAGREE 15 Fis 


NO RESPONSE ae 


.6% 


0% 


.6% 


3% 


. 6% 


1% 


.6% 


. 1% 


1% 


0% 


3% 
6% 
1% 


0% 


. 2% 


1% 


6 iT 
TOTAL 66 100. 


0% 
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TABLE D-6 


LESS RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN OTHER THAN 


PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE 35 
DISAGREE IL), . 
NO RESPONSE PIAL 
TOTAL 66 
on Population 

TABLE D=/ 


2001 ANCASTER POPULATION 


LOW (18, 200T0 19,300) 25 
MEDIUM (23,500) 28 
HIGH (33,200"to 38,200) 10 
OTHER 2 
NO RESPONSE . 
TOTAL 66 


iD) Employment 


TABLE D-8 


2001 ANCASTER EMPLOYMENT 


LOW (4,700 TO 4,900) 26 
MEDIUM (6,000 TO 6,200) 23 
HiGH” (75300) ues 
OTHER 4 
NO RESPONSE al 


TOTAL 


aye 5 


15.2% 


cee sy(- 


100.0% 


100.0% 


39.4% 
34.8% 
18.2% 
6.1% 
I. a6 


100.0% 


E. Industrial Development 
TABLE D-9 


LOCATION OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT IN ANCASTER 


YES 62 
NO 2 
NO RESPONSE 2 
TOTAL 66 


F. Retail-Office Centres 


TABLE D-10 


DECENTRALIZATION OF RETAIL-OFFICE CENTRES 


YES 36 
NO tee 
NO RESPONSE 13 
TOTAL 66 


G. Agriculture 
TABLE, Da 1 


ACCEPTABLE LOSS OF PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND 


YES (9,000 ACRES) 2 
NONE 

1,000 OR LESS 

ero 2 000 

UP, TOn3', 000 

UPTO: 4,000 


ier vO" 55:000 
HE TO. 000 


UP 00-72 000 

UP TO 8,000 

AS LITTLE AS POSSIBLE 
UNSPECIFIED NO 

NO RESPONSE it! 


CS Ooo "OW own foe o © 


TOTAL GG 


94. 


LOO. 


54. 
2a 
Lo. 


100%, 


43. 
. 0% 


0% 


. 0% 


. 0% 


0% 


5% 
8% 
7% 


0% 


9% 


Loe 
1.5% 


1ee) 


I Oo @& © 2c 


. 0% 
ee 


7h 


6% 
. 0% 
. 0% 
. 0% 
- 0% 
.6% 
2s 
LOO. 


2% 
0% 


H. The Fruit Belt 


TABLE D-i2 


AMOUNT OF FRUITBELT TO BE PRESERVED 


ALL 35 53.0% 
MOST 18 27.87 
SOME 2 3.0% 
NONE 0 0.0% 
NO RESPONSE La 16.7% 
TOTAL 66 100. 0% 
I. Costs 
TABLE D-13 


WILLINGNESS TO SUPPORT MORE REGIONAL COSTS THAN 
COSTS OF TREND ALTERNATIVE ($274 MILLION) 


NO MORE vies} LO oT 
5% MORE 13 19.7% 
10% MORE 10 V5) 23% 
15% MORE i 1.5% 
20% MORE 5 7.6% 
OTHER 4 6.1% 
NO RESPONSE 20 30.3% 


TOTAL 66 100.0% 


oe Airport 
TABLE D«14 
LOCATION OF EXPANDED AIRPORT 

PRESENT SITE AT MOUNT HOPE 33 50.0% 
ANOTHER SITE IN REGION i. 1.5% 
SITE NEAR REGION 6 9.1% 
OTHER 12 18.2% 
NO RESPONSE 14 242276 
TOMA 66 100.0% 


K. . Landfill Sites 
TABLE D-15 


AGREEMENT WITH LOCATING LANDFILL SITE IN LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 


YES 26 39.4% 
NO 25 37.9% 
NO RESPONSE 15 22.77 
TOTAL 66 100.0% 


TABLE D-16 


SERVICE AREA FOR LOCAL LANDFILL SITE 


LOCAL MUNICIPALITY ONLY 34 51.5% 
LOCAL MUNICIPALITY & 

PART OF THE REGION 11 16.7% 
ENTIRE REGION a 4.5% 
OTHER il 1.5% 


NO RESPONSE ay 20.07 


TOTAL 66 100.0% 


. OL me ht 


_—— 
Trash ae 
cpt ane 
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Sy 
APPENDIX E 


TABULAR RESULTS OF HAMILTON QUESTIONNAIRE 


=> 


A. The Development Pattern 
TABLE: Hol 


PROVISION OF HOUSING VARIETY IN EACH MUNICIPALITY 


YES 36 92. 3% 

NO 3 ¢ Ped fe 

NO RESPONSE O 0.0% 

MOTATG: 39 100...0% 
TABLE E=2 


TYPE OF FUTURE HOUSING MIX FAVOURED FOR HAMILTON 


ALL SINGLE FAMILY 6 15.4% 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY & 


SOME TOWNHOUSES 2) 12.8% 


MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY, 
SOME TOWNHOUSES & SOME 


APARTMENTS 16 41.0% 


AN EQUAL MIX OF SINGLE 
FAMILY, TOWNHOUSES & 


APARTMENTS 6 15 4% 
OTHER 6 15.4% 
NO RESPONSE 0) 
TOTAL 39 


0.0% 


100. 0% 
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TABLE E-3 


PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN 


TREND 


EASTERN 


Ne okie Uw. 


SOUTH CENTRAL 


SOUTH DECENTRALIZED 


WESTERN 


CONGLOMERATE 


NONE 


NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


3 Tove 
Z 5.1% 
8 20.5% 
7 17.9% 
= 23.1% 
ut 2.6% 
a 2.6% 
3 7.7% 
©) 12.8% 
39 100.0% 
TABLE E-4 


REDEVELOPMENT IN HAMILTON FOR HIGH DENSITY 


ALONG UPER JAMES & 
UPPER WELLINGTON 
STREETS 


ALONG MAIN & KING 
STREETS BETWEEN 
DOWNTOWN & HWY. 
#403 


ALONG MAIN STREET 
WEST BETWEEN Hwy. 
+6 6 TNE CITY 
LIMITS 


RESIDENTIAL CORRIDORS 


NO 
YES NO RESPONSE TOTAL 


19. 48.7% 16 41.0% 4 10.3% 39 100.0% 


18 46.2% 13 33.3% 8 20.57 39 100.0% 


17 43.6% 14 35.9% e 20.5% 39 160.0% 


-3- 
B. Development In The Rural Area 


TABLE E-5 


RURAL SETTLEMENT DEVELOPMENT 


AGREE 34 or. 

DISAGREE 2 a 

NO RESPONSE 3 IE 

TOTAL 39 100. 
TABLE E-6 


RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE Syl 719 

DISAGREE 2 5 

NO RESPONSE 6 Tne 

TOTAL a9 100. 
TABLE E-7 


LESS RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN OTHER THAN 


PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


AGREE 2) DO 
DISAGREE 9 Dé 
NO RESPONSE 8 oe 


TOTAL a2 LOO. 


2% 
1% 
7% 


0% 


5% 
.1% 


4% 


0% 


A% 
1% 
5% 


0% 


Co Population 
TABLE E-8 


2001 HAMILTON POPULATION 


LOW (355,000) 8 20.5% 
MEDIUM (375,000 TO 385,000) 14 35.9% 
HIGH (395,000) 14 35.9% 
OTHER 3 7.7% 
NO RESPONSE @) 0. 0% 
TOTAL 39 100. 0% 


D. Employment 
TABLE E-9 


2001 HAMILTON EMPLOYMENT 


LOW 5 12.8% 
MED IUM 10 25.6% 
HIGH 20 a ee 
OTHER 3 7<7h 
NO RESPONSE 1 2.6% 
TOTAL 39 100 0% 


E, Industrial Development 


TABLE E-10 


LOCATION OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT IN HAMILTON 


YES 34 ST .2 
NO 4 10.2% 


NO RESPONSE 1 2.6% 


TOTAL 39 100.0% 


F. Retail-Office Centres 


DECENTRALIZATION 


YES 
NO 
NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


G. Agriculture 


TABLE E-~12 


TABLE E-11 


OF RETAIL-OFFICE 


24 
14 
2: 


39 


CENTRES 


61.5% 
35.9% 
2.6% 


100.0% 


ACCEPTABLE LOSS OF PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND 


YES (9,000 ACRES) 
NONE 

1,000 OR LESS 

Ur TO 2,000 

UP TO 3,000 

UP TO 4,000 
UPTO 5., 000 

VP yLO 6,000 

UP. 2:0 77,:000 

UP OLS ,000 

AS LITTLE AS POSSIBLE 
UNSPECIFIED NO 
NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


LS 


0 


33.4% 
0.0% 
2.6% 
2.6% 
2.6% 
5.1% 
2.6% 
0.0% 
2.6% 
2.6% 

15.4% 

oe ira Ors 
fee ye 


100.0% 


H. The Fruit Belt 
TABLE E-13 


AMOUNT OF FRUITBELT TO BE PRESERVED 


ALL Diy 64.1% 
MOST ies} 33.3% 
SOME al oe 5 
NONE ) 0.0% 
NO RESPONSE O 0.0% 
TOTAL 39 100. 0% 
I. Costs 


TABLE E-14 


WILLINGNESS TO SUPPORT MORE REGIONAL COSTS THAN 


COSTS OF TRENT ALTERNATIVE ($274 MILLION) 


NO MORE 9 23.1% 
59% MORE 9 23.1% 
10% MORE 7 17.9% 
15% MORE 3 7.7% 
20% MORE 2 5.1% 
OTHER 3 Fst 
NO RESPONSE 6 15.4% 


TOTAL 39 100.0% 


is 5 


Ji Alrport 
TABLE E-15 
LOCATION OF EXPANDED AIRPORT 

PRESENT SITE AT MOUNT HOPE 25 64.1% 
ANOTHER SITE IN REGION 4 10.2% 
SITE NEAR REGION it 2.6% 
OTHER 6 15.4% 
NO RESPONSE 3 7.7% 
TOTAL 39 100.0% 


K, Landfill Sites 


TABLE E-16 


AGREEMENT WITH LOCATING LANDFILL SITE IN LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 


YES 25 64.1% 
NO 10 25.6% 
NO RESPONSE 4 10.3% 
TOTAL 39 100.0% 


TABLE E-17 


SERVICE AREA FOR LOCAL LANDFILL SITE 


LOCAL MUNICIPALITY ONLY 12 30.8% 
LOCAL MUNICIPALITY & 10 25.6% 
PART OF THE REGION 

ENTIRE REGION ie 28.2% 
OTHER 0 0.0% 


NO RESPONSE 6 15.4% 


TOTAL 39 100.0% 
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APPENDIX F 


TABULAR RESULTS OF FLAMBOROUGH QUESTIONNAIRE 


7AM, athe Development Pattern 


TABLE F-1 


PROVISION OF HOUSING VARIETY IN EACH MUNICIPALITY 


YES bbe 71.8% 

NO 38 21.9% 

NO RESPONSE uA 6.3% 

TOTAL 174 100. 0% 
TABLE F-2 


TYPE OF HOUSING. MIX FAVOURED FOR FLAMBOROUGH 


ALL SINGLE FAMILY 38 21.9% 
MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY & 55 31.6% 
SOME TOWNHOUSES 

MOSTLY SINGLE FAMILY, 5 29.3% 
SOME TOWNHOUSES & SOME 

APARTMENTS 

AN EQUAL MIX OF SINGLE 15 8.6% 
FAMILY, TOWNHOUSES & 

APARTMENTS 

OTHER | 4.0% 
NO RESPONSE 3 4.6% 


TOTAL 174 100.0% 


-2- 


TABLE F-3 


PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PATTERN 


TREND BG 6. 
EASTERN 5 An 
CU ,oeu.C. digs, LO 
SOUTH CENTRAL 20 mile 
SOUTH DECENTRALIZED IZ Gi 
WESTERN 28 Lo. 
CONGLOMERATE 34 Los 
NONE aa 1 Zie 
OTHER 2 li. 
NO RESPONSE 23 2. 
TOTAL 174 LOG: 
TABLE F-4 


AGREEMENT WITH PROPOSED FLAMBOROUGH 
LOCAL OFFICIAL PLAN 


YES 78 44. 
NO 61 3S. 


NO RESPONSE Shs) 20% 


TOTAL 174 100. 


3% 
9% 
9% 
5% 
9% 
1% 
5% 
1% 
1% 
7% 


0% 


8% 
1% 
1% 


0% 


=o 
TABLE F-5 


PROVISION OF WATERDOWN AS A HERITAGE VILLAGE 


YES 129 74.2% 
NO 26 14.9% 
NO RESPONSE () 10.9% 
TOTAL 174 100. 0% 


B. Development in the Rural Area 


TABLE F-6 


RURAL SETTLEMENT DEVELOPMENT 


YES Ba S| 43.6% 

NO 36 20.73% 

NO RESPONSE 10 SU pS 

Om ANG WW 100.0% 
TABLE F-7 


RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN 
PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


FOR AGRICULTURAL PURPOSES 


ONLY a7 21.3% 
FOR FARM RETIREMENT & SONS & 

DAUGHTERS OF FARMERS 93 53.5% 
OTHER 34 19.5% 
NO RESPONSE 10 nie 


TOTAL 174 100.0% 


LESS RESTRICTION OF LAND SEVERANCES IN OTHER THAN 


AGREE 
DISAGREE 
NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


Cy. Population 


ee 


TABLE F-8 


PRIME AGRICULTURAL AREAS 


ARES: 


TABLE F-9 


2001 FLAMBOROUGH POPULATION 


Ow. (26,100 TO 32,000) 75 


MEDIUM (45,000) 


HIGH (91,000) 
OTHER 
NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


iD) Employment 


LOW 

MEDIUM 
HIGH 

OTHER 

NO RESPONSE 


TOTAL 


69 
Zi 


4 


174 


TABLE F-10 


2001 FLAMBOROUGH EMPLOYMENT 


63 
76 


26 


igo 


100. 


43. 


oS 


100. 


36% 


14 


LOO. 


3% 


. 2% 


5% 


0% 


1% 


iene 
. 2% 
- 3% 


dye 


0% 


2% 


. 7% 
. 9% 
«3% 


«9% 


0% 


E. Industrial Development ls 


TABLE F-11 


LOCATION OF INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT IN FLAMBOROUGH 


YES ps Ya 
NO 26 
NO RESPONSE 13 
TOTAL 174 


F; Retail-Office Centres 


TABLE F-12 


DECENTRALIZATION OF RETAIL-OFFICE CENTRES 


YES 86 
NO 52 
NO RESPONSE 36 
TOTAL aon 


Gs Agriculture 
TABLE F-13 


ACCEPTABLE LOSS OF PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND 


YES (9,000 ACRES) 9 
NONE 

1,000 OR LESS 

UP TO 2,000 

UP TO 3,000 

UP TO 4,000 1 
UP TO 5,000 

UP TO 6,000 

UP TO 7,000 

UP TO 8,000 


XG oO fF & oe EY & oO 


AS LITTLE AS POSSIBLE 
UNSPECIFIED NO 

NO RESPONSE 

TOTAL 174 


fee ND 
Fr U 


77.6% 
14.9% 


7 9% 


100.0% 


49.4% 
29.9% 
205 7% 


100.0% 


52.32 
ee 
1.7% 

. 6% 
2. 3% 
5.1 
1.7% 

. 6% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
3.4% 

14.4% 

ule A be 5 


100.0% 


ut 


awl 


+ 


ca 
» 


— 


77 ace 


H. The Fruit Belt 


TABLE F-i4 


AMOUNT OF FRUIT BELT TO BE PRESERVED 


ALL 104 59.8% 
MOST 44 25.3% 
SOME 9 5 2 
NONE 3 1 ar 2 
NO RESPONSE 14 8.0% 
TOTAL fon 100.0% 
I, Costs 


TABLE F-15 


WILLINGNESS TO SUPPORT MORE REGIONAL COSTS THAN 


COSTS OF TREND ALTERNATIVE ($274 MILLION) 


NO MORE 51 29.3% 
5% MORE 38 21.8% 
10% MORE 28 16.1% 
15% MORE 5 2.9% 
20% MORE 9 5.2% 
OTHER 8 4.6% 
NO RESPONSE 35 20.1% 


TOTAL 174 100.0% 


ea Ort 
TABLE F-16 
LOCATION OF EXPANDED AIRPORT 

PRESENT SITE AT MOUNT HOPE 123 76.4% 
ANOTHER SITE IN REGION 7 4.0% 
Sure NEAR REGION 3 1.7% 
OTHER 10 5.8% 
NO RESPONSE Paths 12.1% 
TOTAL 174 100.0% 


Ke Landfill. Sites 


TABLE F-17 


AGEEEMENT WITH LOCATING LANDFILL SITE IN LOCAL MUNICIPALITY 


XESS - 87 50.0% 
NO 49 28.2% 
NO RESPONSE 38 21.8% 
TOTAL 174 100.0% 


TABLE F-18 


SERVICE AREA FOR LOCAL LANDFILL SITE 


LOCAL MUNICIPALITY ONLY 94 54.0% 
LOCAL MUNICIPALITY & PART 

OF THE REGION 35 20.1% 
ENTIRE REGION 8 4.6% 
OTHER 4 2.3% 


NO RESPONSE 33 19. 0% 


TOTAL 174 100. 0% 
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